A 


EFENCE 


OF THE 


Peaceable and Friendly ADDRES 


TO THE 


Non-Confozgyſts ; : 


AGAI 


Actos 


Lately given to It. 


a _— c< <= © 


"B54 he Obligation * to Conform to the Conſticutl | 
'of the;Fſtabliſhed Church is Maintained and Vindica-" 
red. The Anſwerers CON Soly d 3 And his C: 
moics Retured. 


Ali 


—— 


ſs agamſt thy Neighbour, Exod. 20, 6, 


T > 


"72 mas | 


= pv DB LIN: \ *he F. B. and S, P. atthe back of Dick's Coffee-Houle ig Shinwers ' 


Row, for Fobn Fofter, Bookleller, 1695. 


EE ——_—_—_ 
_ —. .{ 


—— —_ 


— 


ERRAT A. 


N Epiſt. Dzd, near the latter end, for diſinzenious read diſingenuons. p. 14. 
12, {or prepoſition read propoſition, I, 30. for Auther tell read Author tells. 
P. 15. 1, 16, for pro/eſſions read profeſſion. p. 22.1. 24. for forbidded read: for- 
bidden. p. 24.1. 25. for other read others, I, 40. for theſe read thoſe. 1. 31.1.31. 
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To His Grace Michael, Lord Arch- ' 
Biſhop of Ardmagh, Primate and 
Metropolitan of all Ireiand. | 


My Lord, 
Hen I writ my Peaceable and Friendly Addreſs 
to the Nonconformiſte, it was my deſrzn to ex- 
. preſs my ſelf ſo clearly as to give no juſt occaſion for miſtake or 
cavill ; and fo calmly as to give no Offence to any Man, except 
he would b2 angry with me, either for being of a different 6- 
pinion from him, or elſe for fairly offering my Reaſons why [ 
am fo. 
[ was therefore in hopes, that if any of our Nonconforming 
Brethren ſhould think fit to anſwer what I bad written, he would 
lay aſtde all heat and animoſity, ani all ſuch Exceptions as are 
manife$tly trifling and impertinent ; and only uroe what miobt 
be #4 4 har | dr my moment in Fs Cioind . and 
that with the ſame Mil.tneſs and Charity as I bad enleavourel1 
to do before him. | 
But inſtead hereof an Adwerfary has lately appearel1 againſt 
me, who, as he ſeems to bave bat wery littl» regard either to 
Charity, or even to [ruth ; [1 bas he taken very much pains 
to perplex an1 tangle, inſtead of clearing and explaining the 
diſpute that is between us. An41 as be has raked tozether what- 
ever dirt he could to throw at the Church, the Law, and Tour 


A 2 Grace, 
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Grace, as well as at me ( but Still without any juſt ground fer 
all bis Ca;nmmes ) ſo bas he, by the ambiguity of bis Expreſ- 
| frons, the intricucy of his way of Reaſming, an1 his 7ſiſal'e- 


gatious of the Hoy Scripture, Raiſed ſuch a miſt of S»y/'1(iry 
in ti: Controverſy, as may perhaps dazle the eyes of an un» :ry 
Rear, or i.npoſe upon ſume of his own Party, whoſe pr:j14ic- 
will nt perm.t th: tpartially to conſtiler things, but cannet, 
as I conceive, bave any manner of Influence upon any ſober and 
underſtanding Man ; Except it may be to mive him to have 
the worſe opinion of that Cauſe,whib is maintained and up,:ld 
after this manner, and of that Perſon, whoever he be, that thus 
violates the plain Laws of Gol, while be pretenshis ( onſcience 
to be ſo tender as that he cannot Conform to the Conſtitutions of 
the © erage” Cburch. 

0 this diſragenious Man I bawe here returne! an Anſwer , 
And bave done it with as much mil.ine/s as I though: th: Caſe 
would har : Yet not OY, ſometimes to expreſs a juſt In- 
dignation again3t ſuch paipable prevarications as I hawe Con- 
witted him of. And whatever ny performance is 1 humbly ſub- 
mit it to your Graces cenſure : Ant with my moſt hearty Pray- 
ers for your Graces bith T empors! ot _—_— Happyneſs, 1 

+ 


remain, 


Cork, Otobcr 1, 1658s 


Your Graces Moſt Obedient 
Chaplain and Moſt Obliged 
Humble Servant 


Edward Synge. 
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DEFENCE 


OF THE 


Peaceable and Friendly ADDR ESS 


TO THE 


Non-Confo2mitlts ; 


AGAINST THE 


ANSVVER 


Lately given to 1t. 


H E whole Book, againlit a part of which 1 am to make my De- 
fence, conkiſts of three parts : Firſt, A Preface to the Proteſtant 
Read:r. Secondly, Animadver fions on the Defence of the Anſwer, 

[ >, And thirdly An Azſwer to my Peaceable and Friendly Addreſs 
to the Nonconſormiſts, With the Second of theſe 1 am not concerned ; And 

therefore (hall ſet my ſelf to conlider only the firſt and third, 

la the firlt Parazraph of thE' Preface 1 am repreſented , as one of thoſe 
who judge i their Intereſt ro miſrepreſent to the World them they ave pleaſed to 

call Nonconforming Brethren, as a t{ attious and Schiſinatical People ; And as 2 

Man who am iaclincd to be w:/e iz my own concert ( 4 cale more deſperate than 

that of a fool ) which therefore the Author out of Compaſſion to me, and ſuch 

as I am, endeauyonrs lu this his Book to prevent. But fince he does not offer 
any inſtance of what 1 have Juid or done to juſtify this odious Charatter 
B which 
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" "which he ventures to inſinuate of me; 1 think it is enough for me to ſay 


that they who know me better than he can poſſibly do ( amongſt whom I 
believe I may reckon ſome of my Nonconforminz Neighhonts ) have 1 hope 
a different opinion of me. And l entreat him to conſider that as he onght 
not to ſiggeſt ſuch thinzs to the prejudice' of another without very good 
proof (for affirmanti incumbit probatio, as he obſerves par. 98.) ſo has our bleſſ:d 
Saviour pron)unced a very ſevere Sentence againſt thoſe who are ſo ready to 
give ſuch ſort of Lanzuage to their Brother, Aar. 5 22. Which title | hope 
I fhall never juſtly forfeit, notwithſtanding that he is pleated to let me 
know that he is not /ond of that Kelation to me, pay. $6. 

Having thus ſuggeſted a very 1'] Character of me, which I hope I do not 
deſerve ; In the next place he gives a very good one of the Nonconformiſts, 
which I never deni:d but they may, and [ hop? they do, very weil delerve, 
But however I think he ſhould have taken a little better care to prevent 
ſome uncharitable mifapprehenſions which may be apt to ariſe in Mens 
minds, through the nncantiouſneſs of ſome of thoſe Expreſſions which he 
here makes uſe of, As, for Example, when he tells us that the Noncon- 
formiſts are not the idle and conſuming Caterpillars of the Nation ;, Does not this 
ſeem to look as if he would infinuate, either that we were ſuch our Selves, 
or elſe had ſo accounted and miſrepreſented them ? For if no one had ever 
thought either them or us to-be jdle and conſuming Caterpillers, to what end 
and purpoſe ſhould he ſo particularly inform the World that they are not 
ſuch ? And again ( to omit other inſtances ) when he tells ns that cheir fear 
rowards God is not taught by the Commanaments of Men ;, would not ſome Men 
be apt to collet from hence that, in his Judgment at leaſt; our tear rowards 
God is taught by the Commandments. of Men ? For when Men do thus 
give Negative Characters of themſclves, it is uſually conſtrued as if they 
intended them for poſitive ones of thoſe from whom they ſeem thus to di- 
ſtinguiſh themſelves. I am unwilling to believe that he purpoſely deſigned 
theſe and ſome other no leſs groundleſs than odious Infinuations againſt thoſe 
of the Eſtabliſhed Church, which ſeem to lye couched in this Paragraph : 
But when we conkder how prevalent paſſion and il] nature are in ſome Men 
of all Perſuaſions ; I think we cannot be too carefull to avoid ſoch Expreſ- 
ſions as may any way ſerve to adminiſter falſe pretences to them. 

But ſuppoſing this account which he has given of the Nonconformiſts to 
be no more than what in quſtice belongs to every ſincere and well-meaning 
Man among them ; Yet may not even ſuch Men as theſe be miſtaken in ſome 
things ? Aud ſince I have only endeavoured fairly to lay their miſtakes be- 
fore them (without deſigning in any other thing,ia the leaſt, todetrat from 
them ) and that in ſuch ſoft and gentle Langnage, that even this Author 


allows that there is a ſtudied Temper and Calmneſs in my words, pap, 96. | => 
appca 


appeal to the Coi.cience of every ſober and peaccable Chriſtian whether ” 
what I have done does any way deſerve ſuch ſevere and bitter Reſeatments 


as this Anſwer carries in it againſt me. 

' In the third and laſt Paragraph of his Preface he briefly ſets forth the Ado= 
deſty, as he ſuppoſes, of what the Nonconforwilts defire. In the former 
part whereof | for my part do, and always did, fully agree with him. LI 
would indeed, it it lay ia my power, perſuade them all to Comform them- 
ſclves to the Worſhip ard Niſcipline of the Eſt-bliſhed Church ; becauſe I 
am of opinion that they are bound in Conſcience fo todo; for which I have 
briefly ſuggeſted iny reaſons in my late Addreſs to them. But ſince all that 
has been ſaid and written in this Centroverſy does not convince them, [ 
think it is very fit that thzy ſhould be left to lard or fall ro their own Maſter : 
And that a full and free Liberty ſhould be granted them to ſerve God accord- 
ing to thoſe Principles which he mentions, with a relie/ from all Penal Laws 
whatſocver; As long as they are ready to give the Civil Government the 
Cune aſſurance that other Subjects do of their Loyal and Peaceable demean- 
or : And this Author does me very much wrony in endeavouring to make 
the World belicve that I have ſaid or ſuggeſted any thing to the contrary z 
as we ſhall more fully ſec hereafter. But as to the other Clauſe of their Pe- 
tition; wiz, That no new ones be forged to their prejudice ;, He has left the 
meaning of it ſo doubtful, having ſet it down only 1a thoſe general terms ; 
that it is not to be aniwered, until the ſenſe of it be firſt determined. It 
then his meaning be char no new penal Laws be forged againſt the Non-cons+ 
fora.ilts; they need not at this time make that their requeſt ; becauſe they 
know very well that the contrary is not ſo much as thought of, or ia the 
leaſt propoſed by any one. But if it be that no new Laws whatſoever be 
forged or contrived any way 0 their prejudice (which ſeems to be the literal 
purport of his words) no, not to cut them ſhort in any thing, but that they 
ſhould to all intents and purpoſes enjoy all manner of Priviledges, and be 
equally qualliſicd with thoſe of the Legal Church for all places and employ» 
ments whatſaegver ( Fp:/copal Grandeur, Furiſdittion and Revenue for their Mi- 
m/ters, being all that he has excepted), If this I fay, be the thing they would 
have ; they may perhaps think their demands to be but j«/f, becauſe they 
apprehend themſclves tv be in the right : But it ſeems ſtrange that they 
ſhould give this out for ſo modeſb a Petition as this Author would inſiguate ; 
as if herein they asked /c/s than what in reaſon they might ; And if this 
be theu modeſt Petition, what more wil, they or their tuccellors in the next 
Gencration procced to demand, if ever they fhould venture to allume a little 
Confid nyce, 

Having thus done with the Preface, I paſs by the ſecoad part of his Book, 
as 1 ſaid, aud addreſs my ſelf to the third, And here the Dettor (as in con- 
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L tempt he is pleaſed to call me, for I never took the degree or paſſed by that 


Title) in the entrance is taxed of downright Diſ-mgenmiry, as having, under 
the Title of a Peaceable and Friendly Addreſi to the Non-Conformiſts, publiſhed 
a Libel againſt them ;, and under a ftudied Temper and calmneſs of Words, de- 
fien'd a windy Storm and Tempeſt :, with g00d Words and fair Speeches lying in 
wait to deceive, Having war in his heart while his words are ſmoother than but - 
fer ;, which tho' they were ſofter than Oyl, yet are as drawn Swords, while by 
them he is ſtirring up thoſe who bear not the Sword in vain to imploy it againſt his 
Nonconforming Brethren, as he calls them, pag,, 95. 96. But ſince he does not ſo 
much as offer the leaſt ſhew of proof to make good this heavy Charge ; 1 can- 
not think that any ſober man will have the worſe opinion of me Pr all this 
that he has alledged againſt me. God, who is the only ſearcher of hearts, 
knows that i» my heart there is no war againſt the Non-conformiſts ; Except 
I muſt rherefore become their Enemy beca:ye I tell them the Truth : Nor have 1 
the leaſt deſign ro deceive them ; But on the contrary, to make them truly 
ſenſible of what I am perſwaded is their Duty. There is not one railing or 
fenrrilons Expreſſion in all my AXadre/s to them; and therefore why it 
ſhould he called a Libel, I cannot ſee : As for the Srormy wind and Tempeſt 
he talks of, I know not where it is, except in his own imagination ; and if 
my words be as drawn Swords, it can be nothing but the Evidence of Truth, 
which tonches his Conſcience, that makes them ſeem ſo to him ; for I am 
ſare-there is no manner of ſharpneſs in the Style or Language. But whereas 
he accuſes me of ſtirring up- the Magiſtracy to employ the Sword againſt them ;, 
1 deſire him to produce but one ſingle paſſage or expreſſion in my Addreſs, 
which does but look that way, and I promiſe him that I will publickly retra&t 
it : Bnt if he cannot do this (as it is moſt evident he cannot) 1 leave it to 
his conſcience whether he onght not to beg Gods pardon for inventing ſo 
fon} a ftander againſt me, for which, 1 bleſs God, I never gave the leaſt oc- 
caſron +; 'For to perſccnte or puniſh men that are peaccable and obedient to 
the Civil Government, on account of their miſtakes ia matters of Religion 
or the Worſhipof God, is what I have never failed to declare againſt whcn- 
ever there was any occaſion for it. And God is my witneſs, that I had not 
the leaſt thought or deſign tending that way: when I writ or publiſhed my 
addrefs to the Nonconformiſts : Nor can 1 imagine how any man who im- 
RY conſiders what 1 have therein” offered, can from theuce pretend to 
ay the contrary to my charge, 

Having formerly had the honour of being a Servant to my Lord Primate, 
| thovght it might not be improper, when | put forth that ſinall piece, to 
make a publick acknowledgment of that honour and reſpect which 1 bear to 
his Grace, ina ſhort Epiſtle which | prefixed to it ; Whercia amongſt other 
things, | judged it fit to take notice what an Emrrent example of T emper and 
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Meder ation his Grace has always been, as to all men in general, ſo to tht 
Diſſenters in particular : Of which I mention his mildneſs and lenity, eve't 
in thoſe times when it was moſt in his Power to uſe ſeverity towards them, as a 
very evident Demonſtration, Now altho* one chief deſign of this Paſſage 
was to recommend a mild and gentle Temper towards the Diſſenters, as a 
thing to he approved of , and imitated by all the World; yet this Author 
cannot let this paſs without his Animadverſion; And therefore he denies 
the matter of Fact, and gives this as a reaſon for it, namely, becauſe the 
Non-conformiſts in the North never met with greater ſeverity, than whe: 
the Primate of all Ireland ard Chancellor rode both wpon one Horſe, as in a court- 
ly manner he is pleaſed to phraſe it, pag. 96. Now, beſides that, I have no 
great reaſon to believe any thing upon the teſtimony of that man, who can 
lay ſuch ill things to my charge, oi which | know my ſelf to be altogether 
innocent, as | have but juſt now remarked ; ſuppoſe that what he ſays were 
true, yet ſtill his inference plainly appears to have no more Logick than 
good nature ia it : For if the Diſſenters were more hardly uſed, whilſt his 
Grace held both theſe honourable Stations of Lord Primate and Lord 
Chancellor, than they had been at other times ( which yet 1 never heard 
before ) yet will it not follow , but that he might bear a very mild and 
gentle temper towards them : For it is very poſlible that ſevere methods 
may be uſed by a Government, and yet neither the Lord Primate, nor the 
Lord Chancellor, be the Promoter of them ; But-rather, it may be, mitigate 
that rigour of Law, which others perhaps might be inclined to the utmoſt 
tO put 10 execution, 

But he ſeems in a manner deſirous pay. 97. to be put wfon the proof of what 
he has ſo odiouſly ſuggeſted againſt my Lord Primate. Now how well 
ſuch a ſpightful Task may agree with his diſpoſition, 1 know not : But if 
there were any ncccſlity tor ſaying ſuch ill things as he has done, both of his 
Grace, and of me ; more then railiag the paftion, and embittering the tem- 
per of his Party ; 1 think he ought to have proved them, and that. beyond 
exception, at the ſame time when he publiſhed them to the World. For if 
he would not have theſe things to be believed, why does he aſſert them ? 
But if he would, what reaſon is there why he ſhould not prove them ? It 
cannot be any tendernels to his Grace's reputation, or mine; For he has en- 
deavoured, as much as he can, to wound them by accukting us; and what 
elle it ſhould be, cxcept the waut of clear and ſufficient Evidence, 1 cannot 
imayine, 

| have heard and read of grievous complaints, which both the Epiſcopal 
and Non-conturming Parties have made of having been hardly dealt with, 
either by other, as they have had the Power in their hauds. Now altho* 
the former 11 4lus Kingdom have ever had this to plead in their Juſtification, 
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that they have been warranted by the Law in what they did, which the 
latter cannot pretend to; yet what good there can be in ripping up paſt 
Stories of this nature, I know not. Methinks the buſineſs of every good 
Chriſtian ſhould rather be to heal, than unneccſſirily to rub and fret ſach 
old ſores; that peace and charity, at the leaſt, may be eſtabliſh: d between 
us, if we cannot all come to be of one oppinion and judgment in all things, 
But this Author may do as his charity and diſcretion ſhall prompt him © My 
Lord Primate is not afraid of him ; only let him fay no more againſt him, 
than what he clearly proves to he true, . 

As a good effe&t of my Lord Primat's moderate and gentle bel:aviour 
while he was Biſhop of Cork, 1 took nvtice that ſeveral Nanconformins Mini - 
fters were won by him to receive Ordination at his Hands, and Conform to the Wor - 
ſhip and Diſcipline of oxwr Church, Agaluit which our Author ſuggeſts ſuch 
things as have neither Truth nor Charity in them. For he takes it for 
granted that thoſe Miniſters renourced their former Ordination, which was by 
Pre:byters ;, and therefore cenſures this whole matter as the «fet# not of mo- 
aeration ;, but rather in his Grace of Prelatick Domination, and an uncharitable 
condemning of the Foreign Reformed Churches, who want Epiſcopal Ordination : 
And, in the Miniſters that were ſo Ordained, of the /ove of rhe World more 
than any other Arguments that were uſed t5 convince them, pag. 97. But ſure 
if this uncharitable Man did not take ſome extraordinary delight to put al- 
ways the worſt Conſtruction upon things, where any of the Eſtabliihcd' 
Church are concerned, he would never take upon him at this rate to judge 
the Hearts and Conſciences of other Mcn, which can only be known to 
Almighty God ; And he would have coutentcd himſelf in ſaying that how- 
ever my Lord P1imate and thoſe Miniſters who were ſo Ordaiaed might 

; Poſſibly a according to the genuine dictates of their own Pe: ſuaſion ;, Yet 
that they were guilty of a great Error in what they did ; which would have 
been as much as was neccſlary to be offered on his part ; without an ancha- 
ritable condemning of his Brethren, who ought not, without evident reaſon, 
to be thus judged of infigcerity ; being to ſtand or fall ro their onn Maſter. 

But what it ( aſter all ) this matter of Fatt, viz. that theſe Miniſters Re- 
nounced their former Ordination, which he fo confulently ſuppoſes; bea meer 
Fable and Invention, without any other ground but fome Mens Uncharita- 
ble Imagination ? I have heard indeed this Matter, of Renouncing their 
former Ordination, ſometimes urged inthe bchalt of Presbyterian Mini- 
ſters, as ſufficient alone to juſtify their Refuſal to be again Ordained by a 
Biſhop : But upon the beſt enquiry that 1 could make | could never hnd that 
this was any more than a falſe Story Invented by ſome unpeaccable Men, in 
order to make a breach between the Foreign Retormed Churches and ours. 
For as ſuch a Kenw1ciation Is not In the leaſt required by any Law or Ca- 
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non of our Church, that 1 know of ; ſo could 1 never yet have any credible” 
Information that any one of our Biſhops ever inſiſted upon any ſach thing: 
And the Reader may aſſure himſelt that upon this occaſion, which 18 'now' 
under conſideration, nothing of that nature was required or thought of. 

But here perhaps I ſh1ll be told that our Author's meaning was no more 
than this, that they who ſubmitted a ſecond time to be ordained to that 
Office which they before had Exvrcifed, did thereby, at leaſt mplicirly re- 
nounce, and acknowledg the nallity of their former ordination, If this 
were all he intended, methinks he ſhould pl:inly have faid fo, without feem- 
ing to inſinnate a matter of t1ft which is altogether falſe; However, this 
preteace it fel! is calily anſwered, It a Man who has a good Title to an E- 
ſtate, to obviate -me ſcruples, or preveat ſme differences which might 
perhaps ariſe, ſhoul.! 1ccept of a n-w conveyance of what before was in his 
poſleſion ; does it fo'!»w from hence that ſuch a man thereby renoances and 
difowns his former rizht, and acknowletges himſelf to have unjuſtly detains 
ed what really was not his own If. a Woman who has been lawtully mar- 
ricd, ſhoul:l for the Satisfation cf her Friends, who might have ſome doubts 
leſt atl things might not have been performed as the Law required ; conſent 
to be married again to the ſame Husband, would this be a charitable infe- 
rence, from-tvcuce to conclude, that therefore ſhe acknowledged the nullity 
of her turmer murriaye ; and conſequently owned her ſelf to be a Whore ? 
Or if a man has for lome time hd - {ufficient Commiſſion for any employ- 
ment, aud afterwards, for the preventing of ſome occaſional controverly, 
which he for« [es may be raiſed, ſhould accept of a new one for the ſame 
thing, with a proteſtation that he did not thereby renounce or diſown that 
which he formerly ho4 ; and this proteſtation allowed of, would any honeſt 
or even modeſt Min p.etend that this Man had yet renounced his former 
Commiſſion ; :114 thereby c-wncd all that he had done, thereby to be null 
and void ? But that this was & 1s 1 effc&t the cale of thoſe who, having been 
formerly ordained by Presbyters, did or do ſubmit themſelvesagain to be E+ 
piſcopaliy ordained as our Law 1equires, | thiuk does moſt evidently appear 
trom the Senſe which my Lord Primate Zramhall had of the thing , and his 
proceeding therein (with whum | preſume it will cafily be allowed that the 
preſent Lord Primate,and all the relt of our Biſhops did,and do till concurr) 
For, as we are told in his Life, when he required thoſe, in his Diocefs, 
who before had been ordained by Presbyters, to receive Epiſcopal Ordina- 
tion ; they pleaded tor themſelves that they were already Mimifters of the 
Goſpel, and therefore needed not again to be Ordained fuch ; which was the 
ſame thing, as a Proreſt ati-n againſt Kenouncing their former Ordinat.on, Now 
this their Plea or Proteſt az.ou His Grace was lo far from difallowing, or re- 
quiring them who had made it to retract it; that on the contrary he ra- 
ther 
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| -ther expreſſed his-approbation of it on their part ; In that he cauſed it to be 


inſerted in the Letters of Ordersof one Worthy and Reverend Gentleman 
(And therefore I ſuppoſe of all the reſt who were in the like Circumſtances) 
that he did not take upon him ro annihilate bus former Ordination, nor 10 deter- 
mine the validity or invalidity of it much leſs to condemn all the Ord nations of 


' The foreign Reformed Churches, whom be leaves to their proper Judge, But 


( obſerve) only to ſupply what was formerly wanting , which the Canons of the En- 
gliſh Church required ;, and to provide for the Churches peace, that Schiſm might be 
avoided, and ſatisfaition given to the Conſcrences of the faithful, that they might 
not any way have a doubt of hu Ordination, or rejett his Paſtoral performances as 


; of they were invalid, And 1 very well remember that one of thoſe Miniſters 
' Who were re-ordained by the preſent Lord Primatg, gave me once an ac- 
count of what he had done much to the ſame purpoſe, and in words to 


this effet, viz, That when he firſt received Ordination trom the Presby- 
tery (in the time of tht Troubles) he did it becauſe it was the beſt Authori- 
ty that then he could get to empower him to ſerve God and the Church in 
the Office of the Miniſtry. But when the Eccleſiaſtical as well as Civil Laws 
were reſtored to their Force throughout the Kingdom, and Biſhops Eſtabli- 
ſhed in every Dioceſs for the Government of the Church ; he ſubmitted to be 
again Epiſcopally Ordained, not that he renounced his former Ordination, or 
thought he had any reaſon to repent that, as the times then were, he accep- 
ted of it : But becauſe he looked upon it to be his Duty (now he had it in 
his power) to become contormable to the Laws and Canons, not of this 
Church only, but, as he apprehended, of the whcle Ancient univerſal 
Church throughout the World. And now upon a due Conlideration of 
this whole matter 1 will appeal to the Conſcience even of any ſober and 
Charitable Nonconformiſt, whether cither my Lord Primate, or thoſe Mi- 
niſters who are re-ordained by him , do deſerve fo ſevere and bitter a Ceu- 
ſure, as our Author has ventured to paſs upon them, upon the account of 
this Tranſaction. 

Having thus animadverted vpon my Title page and Epiſtle Dedicatory, 
he proceeds to apply himſelf to the Adadveſs it ſelf, In which the firſt thing, 
that I laid down, as the main Founlation of what I had to offer, was, that 
it 1s the Duty of every Chriſtian to promote the Peace and Unuy of the Church, In 
anſwer to which, becauſe it was impoſſible, to make any exception to the ptin- 
cipleit ſelf; he tells me pa7.97. That tho' iz hath cucr been the honour of peace 
ro be well ſpoken of by all men, yet is \t the anhappineſs of many men 80 be under the 
Dominion of ſuch Lufts as diſenable them to prirſue it, Now It it was bus delign 
to include me ainongſt thoſe mavy men he ſpeaks of ( as eve: y man | think 
will be apt to conſtrue this infiguation ) | think, in common TJ«itice, he 
ought to have brought ſoine ſolid provt to have made 6 goody : But it it 
was 
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was not his intent to reckon me in this number, methinks, in Charity, he 
ought to have ſaid ſo, and not to have given ſuch an occafion to the world 

of faſtening an unjuſt aſperſion upon me. 'But however he might imagine 
hereby to bring my Per/on under ah odium';; yet what this has to do with 

the meritof the Cauſe which is in Diſpute, I know not; and therefore have 

no farther to ſay to it. 

In the next place, in my Addreſs 1 take it for granted, as a thing which 
is t00 apparent ; that there is a ſeparation between the Non-Conformiſts and a5, and 
thereby a Schiſm made in our National Church, For the latter of which aſſertions 
our Author taxes me with Confidence, and tells me that the Conſequence 15 not 
Food, when I would infer it from the former ; Becauſe, ſays he, there may be 
4 ſedaration without Schiſm ( as there #s between all the Parochial Churches, which 
are lecally ſeparate ) And Schiſms where there is no ſeparation of Churches, 1 Cor. 3. 
I. pag. 98. But inſtead of juſtifying this conſequence, which he thus finds 
fault with, I fhall only tell him that 1 never defigned in thoſe words to ad- 
Yance any Conſequence at all. That all Separation does not neceſſarily imply. 
Schiſm, I readily grant : but yet that /ome Separations are certainly Schiſma- 
tical, in one or other of the ? nenr 5 Parties, is what T preſume no man 
in his Wits will deny. Now that there is ſuch a Separation between the 
Non-Conformiſts and the Eſtabliſh't Church as does 1mply a Schiſm, was, 
moſt apparently, all that there 1 intended to ſay ; Nor did I think it ne- 
ceſſary by any deduction of Conſequences to prove that which I thought fo 
evident as not to be denied oor doubted of. 

But-our Author, it ſeems, will not allow that there is « Schi/m between them 
and us ; becauſe the Prerbyterians in the North never joyned with the Eftabliſhed 
Church in choſe things in which we now differ, towit, Chnrch Government, Liturgy 
and Ceremonies ;, and all Diviſion pre-ſuppoſeth a prior Umen, To which I An- 
ſwer, that wherever there is an Ob/:gation to the maintaiging of Union and 
Communion ; if that Union and Communion be not accordingly maintained, 
but denied and renounced ; from thence reſults what I mean by a Schi/m . 
Which word I underſtand toſignifie not only the Ation of Dividing or _ 
rating what once was joyned and united ; but alſo the State of Separation be- 
tween ſuch Partics as ſtand obliged to Religious Union, altho' they never 
were actually united, Now that all Chriſtians are by the Law of God ob- 
liged, as far as lawfully they can, to maintain Union and Communion one 
with another, is what I never yet heard denied by any one: And lince this 
Union and Communion is not maintained between the Non-Conformiſts 
and vs, it will follow that there 15 4 Schiſms between 9 ;, and that either we 
are guilty of a Sin, in giving them a juſt ground of keeping themſelves ſe- 
parate frm us ; or they, in keeping themſelves ſo ſeparate without any juſt 
ground forit, But if, atter all, vur Author will not alla;y the word Sclrr/+2 
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to be a term proper-enough-to denote ſuch « Srate of Separarior, FT an <0n- 
tented that he.ſhould put what other word he pleaſes in the room of 'it, as 
long as the thing intended is ſufficienly plain, viz. That ſuch a State of Se- 
paration neceſſarily implies a-Sin in one or other of the Parties. 

For the clearer diſcovering at whole door the Sin of this Schiſm' which is 
between us lies, I have in my Addreſs propoſed ſeveral things to be conf 
dered; Againſt the manner of which, firſt, oor Auther takes this exception, 
. that I. rather Catechize the Non-Conformiſts by asking them Outſtions,, than con» 

vince them_by Reafens, pag. 97. To which 1 Anſwer, that there is not any 
Queſtion put ia my whole Addreſs, but what, 1 thiak, as plainly carries 
in it the torce of an aſſertion, as if | had ſet it down, not in an -interroga- 
tion,but a prepoſition. Nor have I there delivered or ſuggeſted any aſſertion 
but what I have given or ſufficiently intimated my rectla for, except the 
thing were ſo evident as to need no proof, But yet, to take away ail pre- 
tence of Cavill, I ſhall in this Defence reduce my. Queſtions into ſach- Propo- 
fitions as are naturally implyed ia them; and tairly examine which are 
ſtrongeſt, oY Reaſons for them, or his againſt them. | 

The frſt Propoſttion then which, on this occaſion, I have advanced' (tho? 
under the form of a Queſtion) is, that in the Communion of our Church there 
is nothing wanting which i neceſſary to the. Salvation of 4 Chriſtian » And as 1 
have conſtantly ſerved my Cure in my own Perſon.. (Notwitſtanding our 
Authors uncharitable Infanvation to the contrary, pay. 99;) Sb have I in 
my Addreſs ſuggeſted ſuch proof of this aſſertion, as not to ſtand in need of 
him for my Curate or Delegare to prove it for me, vit. Beeakrſe ow Chinrch 
Teaches all the Fundamental Articles of the Chriſtian Faith; requires al Men td 
lead Vertuous and Holy Lives, and omits no part of Chriſt's Inſtitmtion', either 
'n Baptiſm or the Lord's- Supper ;, which things are all that are required, as of me- 
ceſſity, 10 any Mans Salvazion, Nor did I think it proper to offer any further 
Confirmation of theſe things, beſides the notoriety of them ; becauſe' I'was 
not Diſputing with, Zews or Pagans; to whom our Anther tell ns Chrif! ad 
his Apoſtles proved their Doftrines ; But with the Non-Conformiſts, who do not 
deny what I have hitherto aſſerted (as the others did the Do&rines of- the 
Goſpel) but give other Reaſons altogether for their ſeparation from us: 
ns therefore why our Author would have me ſtand to prove theſe Points, 
before they are gainſaid, I know not ; except it may be to divert the-Rea- 
der from attending unto that which is the knot and difficulty of the con- 
troverſy ; if any real-difliculty at all there be in ſo very plaia and'erident 
a Calſc, 

Where an allertion is laid down in any ——— there can be but 
two ways of returning an Anſwer to it, viz. either firſt, to deny the Truth 


of it ; or ſecondly. to ſhew that tho” it may be true, yet is it impertinent to 
| the 
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the purpoſe for which'it is alleged. The former of theſe, our Author, T - 
ſuppoſe, knows he cannot do in relation to the above-mentioned Propoſirion. 
(Altho?, according to his way, he ſeems to ſ-ggeſ ſomething like it, by 
urging me to undertake the proof of it. For the only reaſon why a mat 
ſhould produce his Arguments to prove a thing, is becauſe it may be denied 
or dovhted'of.) But in order to the latter, without diſtinguiſhing between 
the caſe of our Church, and that of Romer, he produces, pay. 99. a paſſage of 
the Learned Chillingworth, which tho? levelled by its Author only againſt the 
Rom:m Church, yet, ke ſets down as equally applicable againſt that Church 
alſo of which Mr. Ch;{t#oworth himſelf was a Member ; And that without 
taking any care to caution his own Party againſt an unjuſt and falſe Opi- 
nion , that ſome of them have ſeemed to be inclined to; <- if the Church 
of Rome and the Eftabliſt Church were ia a manner equally culpable. 
Phe ſubMance of what he recites out of Mr. Chifinworth, is compriſed in the 
firſt words of the Quotation it ſelf; All, ſays he, that we for/ake in you is the Be» 
lief, Pr ofeffron and Prattice of your Errors, &c, Let but theſe Errors be taken 
away, and in'all the reſt we ſhaff agree very well, In Anſwer whereunto, EL 
rant with that Learned man, in- what follows, That ts believe an Evror, 
wing it to be an Error, is abſolutely impoſſuble';, and for a mar to profeſs what 
he does not believe, is Hyptcritical and Sinful ; and theretore ever to be avoided. 
But altho” this bears cloſe upoa the Church of Rome, which requires the 
Belief and Profeſſion of divers things, which from plain Scripture and Rea- 
fon we abnndantly prove to be falſe ; yet is it altoget her wide from our caſe, 
except our Author had plainly told us (as we do the Papilts) whar thoſe 
Errors or falſe Dottrives are, the Belief or Profeſſion of which we require among 
the Conditions of our Communion : W hich till he ugdertakes to do, he muſt, | 
think, acknowledge that what Mr. Ch.4ingworth ſays, as to the Believing and 
Profrſſing of Errors, is no way to .his preſent purpoſe, except it be to a- 
mouſe and keep up the prejudice of his own Party againſt us. 

Bot that Learned man excepts againſt Praitiſing, as well as againſt Ze- 
lieviyg or Profefing of Errors. Now if by Pratisſing an Error be meant the 
dving any thing which is contrary to God's Law ; ſuch as praying to Saints, 
or worſhipping the Hoſt or Images, to which, and ſuch like things, undonb- 
tedly he had an Eye in that Kaprelion; I grant that'it is a cauſe abungant- 
ly ſufficient to refuſe the Communion of any Church, it ſhe requires any 
fich 7rattiet as a Condition of it : But then it muſt be ſhzwn that ſome ſuch 
Prattice is ſo required by our Church, or elſe this Clauſe will be as: little tv 
the purpoſe as the former. But if by Pratt iſing an hyror be meant the dom, 
of a thin; which is not'Sinful, but yet is apprehended to be inproper 0! 
[nconrentent ; and therefore may be accounttd an Error in Point, not 6/ 
lawfulneſs, but-of prudence, decency or the like ; It any Church requires 
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"the praQtice only of ſach an Error as this ; however-it may be proper to 

deſire, and with a modeſt earneſtneſs to preſs for an alteration in ſuch'things 
ſor the better, yet I cannot ſee how upon this ground it can be ju- 
ſtified to renounce or refufe the Communion of ſuch a Church : But of 
this, anon. 

As to Mr. Chillingworth's Propoſal to the Papiſts, that he was ready to join 
with them in any ſuch Form of Worſhipping Ged, as ſhould be wholly taken ont of 
the Scriptures, It the ſame be made to us; I Anſwer, that if by « Form of 
Worſhip wholly taken out of the Scriptures be meant ſuch an one, every of whoſe 
Words and Expreſſions are immediately and in terms contained in the Scrip- 
tures; the thing is hardly praQticable: For as it is poſſible that the very 
Words an1 Phraſes of Scripture may be ſo joined and put together, as to 
wreſt and pervert the ſenfe and meaning thereof, which might eaſily occa- 
ſion new Diſputes : So I believe will it be very difficult (nor certainly is it 
neceſſary) for any Church ſo to contrive all her Forms of Workhip, as to 
uſe no word or action in any of them: but what is expreſsly contained in 
or preſcribed by the Scripture. But if ſuch a Form be meant, which, for 
ſubſtance, is wholly taken from the Scripture, and has nothing, either in its 
concomitant ations or expreſſions, which is contrary to the Scripture 
which I believe was all that Learned man intended; I accept the propoſal ; 
and offer our Liturgy as ſuch a Form of worſhip (as undoubtedly Mr. Chilling- 
worth judged it tobe, orelſe he would not have conformed to it). Andif 
then our Author cannot ſhew that there is ſomething therein contained, 
and thereby required, which is contrary to the holy Scriptures; he muſt, I 
think, by his own Confeſſion, be judged guilty of Schiſm, for refuſing to join 
with us in the uſe of it. 

The ſecond propoſition which in my Addreſs 1 offer (and that alſo 
couched under a Queſtion) is that nothing which is Sinful is required by us from 
thoſe who communicate with . For which I there offer this as my reaſon, 
namely, brcanſe none of our conftitutions are forbidden by the Law of God, and ng- 
thing can be a Sin but what is ſo forbiddey, To this he Anſwers, pay. 1009, 
that there are ſuch things required by our Church as to them are ſinful ; 
and ſome of our conſtitutions which ro them do appear tobe contrary to God's 
Law. For the proof of which he lays down, p. 101 a diſtin&ion, rational 
mdeed in it ſelf, but here, I think not rightly applyed, namely that chings 
are forbiddrn either expreſ1ly, or by inſt and neceſſary conſequence, That ſome of 
our conſtitutions then, tho” not expre/'ly, are yet by good conſequence forbidden, 
he endeavours to prove, becauſe be »g n9 commandea by God, they are yet re- 
quired by men, as parts or means of the —_—_ of God, Which as he pretends 
15 contrary to the Word of God ; and, for the proof of what he ſays, he 


produces ſom? Texts of Scripture, and then confirms all by the Authority 
of 
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of my Lord Biſhop of Derry, in his late Diſcomſe of Humane Inventi- 
ons, Ec, 

In that Paragraph of my Addreſs, now under conſideration, I had called 
thoſe Rites and Ceremonies, which by Authority are appointed to be uſed, 
by the name of Circumſtances of Goa*s Worſhip ;, and as ſuch aſſerted the law- 
fulneſs of them. Now whereas he would prove the unlawfulnefs of theſe 
things as being required, not as Circumſtances, but as parts and means of the 
Warſh:p of God : He ought very clearly and diſtin&ly to have told us what 
he meant by a Circumſtance, what by a Parr, and what by the Aer of Wor- 
ſhip; ard how theſe are diſtinguiſhed one from another : Far as long a3 
theſe terms, in which he ſeem3 to place the knot of the Controverſy, 
remain obſcure , it is not poſſible to clear the Diſpute, or rightly to apply 
the proofs which he brings: And yet without any explication 0! theſe 
terms, or ſhewing wherein the things ſignified by them do differ one from 
another , he proceeds to prove, pay. 102, that our Rites and Ceremonies 
are with us both Parts and Mearns of God's Worſhip, But that we may not be 
like men who are ſcuffling in the dark, and not diftintly knowing what it is 
we contend about ; I muſt, as I proceed, endeavour to dy» what he has 
thought fit to leave undone; I mcan to ſtate the ſignification of theſe 
words, that thereby we may know the differcnce of the things one from 
another. 

(It being then premiſed, what all, I ſuppoſe, will grant, that the true 
Worſhip of God conſiſts in thoſe things, and in thoſe only, which he him- 
ſelf has commanded) That (and nothing, elſe but that) is properly to be 
called a Part of any thing, without which the thing would be in it /elf im- 
perfe&t and defective, Thus every Limb of a Man is a Part of him, becauſe 
the want of any of them would be a defe&t in the Man himſelf ; But his 
garment, tho' a decent ornament, is yet no part of hin, becauſe if he were 
ſtript ſtark naked, or cloathed in an undecent garb, tho' this might perhaps 
expoſe him to the ſcorn of ſome men; yet would he i» himſelf be never the 
leſs 4 perfect and compleat man upon that account. "Thus alſo Prayer, 
Thankſyiaing, Contefſion, the Suſception of Baptiſin, and the receiving 
the Lord's-Supper, arc cach of them Parrs of God's Worſhip; becauſe he 
who omits any one of them, in its proper ſeaſon, thereby renders his Wor- 
ſhip, -» it ſelf, deteHive and imperfe&t. But the outward Modes or Cete- 
monies, which may be annexed to this Worſhip or any part of it, are not 
themſelves auy part of the Werſhip (altho* they may be a decent ornament 
of it) becuule the uhlence of them (altho” it might perhaps, in ſome mens 
cyecs, render the \Vorſhip mean and contemptible, yet) would not make ir, 
in it ſelf, to be evcr the lels compleat, pertect, or acceptable to Almiubty 
God. It then our Author can prove, that it t the Judgment of our Churc? 
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that the laying aſide of any of her Cercmonies would render the Worſhip 
of God, in it (elf, imperfe& or defeftive then,and not till then, he may truly lay 
it to her charge that ſhe requires theſe Ceremonics as 4 part of God's Worſhip, 

But the [ittroy, ſays he, is a part of rhe Yor ſhip of God, and theſe Ceremonies 
ae a part 0* tit Lituroy, therfore, &c. I anſ or, that the lubſt ance and prirport 
of our Liturgy, v:2. Confcfſion, Prayer, 1 hinkfgiving, Ge. are indeed parts 
of the Worſhip of God; for without any one of them the Worſhip would - 
be imperf<&t : But the particular words, in which theſe Devotions are 
there expreſt, ad the concomitant Ceremonies which are preſcribed to be 
uſed, are not, nor cyer 'were, by our Church eftecmed a parts of Worſhip ;, 
but only as the 47odes, Rigulations and Method of it, alterable in themſelves 
by humane authority, and variable in C1vers particular Churches, without 
making thereby any alteration or variation in the /*bſtance of the Worſhip. 
Altho? therefore, our Author's proofs, as he has managed them, are bit 
very lame; yet bzcauſe the thing is. truce, 1 freely; grant, that to require 
any thing as 4 part of God's Worſhip, which he himſelf has not commanded, is 
utterly unlawful ; But then it is moſt evident from what I have ſaid, that 
our Liturgy or Ceremonies are no way concerncd herein. 

Well, but if they are not to be eſteemed as parts, yet he will prove that 
they are required as means of the Worſhip of God, which is altogether as 
bad. Let us therefore enquire into the ſenſe and ſignification of this word 
alſo. 

To explain this word means, he adds, p. 102, the word ways to it; and 
tells us that our Liturgy and Ceremonies are reputed ways and means of the 
Worſhip of God : Now: the may of doing a thing always denotes, not direQiy 
the action it ſelf, but the merbodand manner of performing, it ; one and the ſame 
ation for ſubſtance, being often capable of being performed after divers 
ways or manners. I agree with him therefore that our Liturgy and Cere- 
monics are to us, as the Dire&ory to him, the way, means or method of our 
publick Worſhip of God : But yet the premiſles out of which he infers this 
concluſion, are {> crude an! confuſed, that they are by no meaus to be ad- 
mitted into diſcourſe, much leſs granted as truth, until their meaning be di- 
ſtinaly cleared, viz. becarſe, ſays he, no ſolemn publick Worſhip can be perform- 
ed, nuv Sacraments adminiſired w.thout them : By which if he means that our 
Church has ſuch an opinion of her Liturgy awd Ceremonies, as to think it 
impoſſible, 42 rt ſelf, rightly to Worſhip God or adminiſter the Sacraments 
without them ; it is notorioully falſe: But if ke means no more than this, 
namely,that we judge that every man,who is ſubject to the authority o! the law 
of the Land, is bound in Conſcience always to perform the publick Worſhip 
of God, and Cclebration of the Sacraments, according to that manner pre- 
{ribed ia our Liturgy ; this obligation ariling nt trom the nature of thz: 

particular 
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particular Forms and Ceremonies there enjoyned, nor from any particalar 
command of God appointing them ; but only from the general Law of God, 
which requircs Obedience to be paid to our lawful Superiors, and from the 
Laws of the Land conſequent thereto; and therefore laſting no longer than 
ſuch Laws ot the Lind ſhall remain in force : If this, I ſay, be all he means, 
we grant it, and are ready to juibifie our Judgment in this matter. 

But here |{:c preſſes me with a great abſurdity as he thinks; If all Aﬀini- 
Rers, Ciys he, ſhunld refuſe to lay Common- Prayer or adminif{er the Sacraments, 
with all trele Cerrmonies, then, according to the Att of Uniformity, it world be 19- 
lawſidl to Weſlrip God publichly in this Kingdom. Now if he wonld infer trom 
hence, that therefore our Liturgy ought to be aboliſhed ; by the ſame 
reaſon it wil! to'low, that no Law whatſoever woſt any where be made tor 
the Ke ilatiny the Worſhip of God, or adminiſtration o the Sxcraments. 
For if iil Muilters ſhould refuſe, to celebrate the prblick \Worſuip, and 
dmizuilter the Sacraments according, to that | aw +; then, iccordins to that 
Law, it would be uplawful to Worſhip God publickly in that Kin:dom or 
Commozi-wealth where any ſuch Law ſhould be EnaQted. A coniequence 
fit only for ſuch wild Setaries as would rej-Ct all rul:50f order and decency, 
and tollow their own extravagant fancies ouly in macttrs of Religion and 
the Worſhip of God. 

But let- us for once put this mad ſuppoſition with him that alt Afiniſters 
ſhould refuſe to officiate according to our Litxrgy : What woul be the conſe- 
quence ? or what mult be done in ſuch a caſe ? 1 anſwct if fach a refuſal 
ſhould proceed 'rom wilfulnefs, it would be a great fin inthe Miniſters that 
refuſed ; but it from want of information or Cue apprehenſion, it would 
only be a lin of Ignorance, and therefore more calily pardonable before 
God. But in ſuch an extraordinary cafe, the neceffity of things woul{ 
probably put the Government upon tome ſpeedy Reſolution, either of pro- 
viding other Miniſters, it all thoſe lately in office ſhould, on a ſuddain, loſe 
their Wits ; or cIfe of altering their Eccletiaſtical Laws, ia condeſcention 
to the infirmity of their Miniſters, rather than the publick \Worſiip of 
God and acminiſtration of the Sacrameuts ſhould ceaſe among them. 

But becaule I call the Ceremonics preſcribed by our Liturgy circamſtoces 
in the wo; ſhip 0! God, which he will not allow that they are; it will not be 
amiſs to explain what 1s meant by the word cirewnſtiorne, Whatforver then 
Is a means ur concomitaut of any action, but no pr: of the ation it ſelt ; 
that | call (and fo 1 thing do all People) a circumſtance of it. Thus for 
example : To travel trom D:b/» to Drogheda is an ation ; but to 29 cither 00 
tyot, or on horſeback, or ina coach, tu wear a cloak and butts, or tot 15 
wear them, and the like, arc only c:roxmſtances cf this Journey : tor 2 v1 
is laid ngver the more or the 1:15 to trave], whatever conveitiencics ts | 


. or want for the performance of his Journey. Thus alſo to Worſhip 
God is an ation ; but to perform this Service cither by a Printed Form of 
Words, or by no ſet Form at all, to wear a black or a white garment, to 
kneel or to ſtand at the time of doing it, and ſich like things, are no more 
but carenr: ſtances of this Worſhip; becauſe a man may truly aud acceptably 
Worſhip God in any of theſe ways, if the ſubſtance of his Worſhip be right, 
and his heart be rightly diſpoſed (althe?, for decency ſake, it is very fit that 
in a Congrezativn there ſhould be ſome ſettled Uuiformity in theſe 
things), and an aggregate of theſe circumſtances taken together, is what is 
uſually called the way of doing a thing. Thus if it be asked which way (1 
do not mcan by what road, but in what manner) did ſuch a man travel to 
Drogheda ? It way properly be anſwered, he went on foot, with a coat to 
keep him from the rain and cold, and carried his proviſion with him ; or 
he went on horſeback, or in a coach, and had ſuch and ſuch conveniencies 
for his Journey. Thus alſo if we were inquiring, after the Worſhip of any 
Church or Party whatſoever, the natural order of our Queſtions would be 
this : Firſt to ask whom they Worſhippec 7 viz. whether the true God or 
a falſe God, or any other Perſon beſides God : And if it appeared that they 
\Worſhipped the true God, then the ſecond thing 19 be asked would be wherein 
does that Worſhip which they pay to God couliſt ? Dv they confeſs their 
Sins, and Pray to him, and give tym Thauks ? Are they Baptized, and do 
they celebrate the Lord's-Supper according to God's own command ? And 
if we ſhould find that in all this they followed the rule of God's word ; then 
in the third place this Queſtion would fail in, viz. After what way and 
manner, or by what means, or in what method, do they pay and perform 
this Worſhip ? What time, what place, what words, what geſtures, &c. 

do they appoint or uſe in tlic ſeveral parts ot it. | 
Thus far then our Author and I are agreed, viz. Firſt, That to preſcribeany 
thing as a part of Grd"s Worſhip which he himſelf has not commanded, is a fin. 
But then I have ſhewn that our Forms and Ceremonies are not by us made 
ſuch parts of the Worſhip of God, Secondly, 1 agree with him, that our Li- 
turgy and Ceremonies arc the way, means or method of performing our 
publick Devotious : But then [ have allo ſhewn that this ſignifies no more 
bat that theſe things, which are thus by humane Law preſcribed, are the 
circumitances which do accompany and regulate the manner of oor Worſhip. 
Now it our Author's proofs do evince, that to require any thing, which God 
himſclf has not command.d,as a way or means of Worſhip, renders the thing it 
ſelf unlawful,and in effect for biden, without any other prohibition of it ; then 
I muſt confeſs he has not oily ſuſhcicntly anſwered my Addreſs to the Non- 
Conſormiſts, but allo over-turned all the Liturgies and Rituals, not of our 
Church only, but of all other Churches alſo : Nay, 1 do aot well ſec ww 
tne 
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the Direftory it ſelf will eſcape the ſtroke of ſo ſtrit a Cenfare; exrept 
he were able to ſhew, that every Pun&ilio which is there preſcribed , Is 
no more than what is (I mult not ſay allowed and left at liberty but ) 
poſitively commanded by God. 

And as thoſe Arguments , upon the ſtrength of which we renounce the 
Communion of any Church, and refuſe Obedience to the Law of the Land, 
ought to be both very clear and very ſolid ; ſo, that I may not abate the 
force of thoſe which our Author brings, I ſhall ſet them down in his 
own words, without omitting a ſyllable. | 

Firſt then, ſays he P. For. whatever [_ part or” ] means of divine Wor ſhip 
is not commanded , is forbidden, is evident from that reaſon given Lev. 10. 1. 
why God deſtroyed Nadab and Abihu, for offering ſtrange fire ;, which is this : | 
For I commanded them not, Now ( beſides that he perverts the Text by ad- ' 
ding the word for to make the words run in an argumentative Style, which 
are only part of an Hiſtorical Narration ; and by putting the word / in- | 
ſtead of he, as if thoſe words were immediately ſpoken by God himſelf, | 
whereas they are only a part of that Relation which Af/es makes of the 
matter of fat). The Caſe of Nadab and Abibs was plainly this : God had 
comranded that when Incenſe was to be burnt before him, it ſhould be 
done with Fire taken from off the Altar, as appears from Lev. 16. 12. But 
theſe men, negte&ing the Command of God, put other Stravge Fire into | 
their Cenſers ; for which they were deſtroyed by Fire from the Lord, Lev. 
10. 1, 2. All then that can be inferred from hence, is, that whoſoever ſhall 
omit to do what God Commands, as Nadab and Abibu did, to take Fire from 
the Altar; andi;mftead thereof , ſhall do another thing which God has not 
commanded , as they did in putting ſtrange Fire in their Cenſers; is guilty 
of a ſin : But where nothing is omitted which God has command- 
ed , it does not follow from hence, that the doing of ary thing 
which is uncommanded, in the Worſhip ot God, is therefore unlawful, 
becauſe it is not commanded. But it he ſhall tell me that the Command 
for taking fire from the Altar was not given, for ought that appears, till 
after the death of Nadab and Abihu ;, 1 ſhall deſire him to tet me know, if 
there were no certain ſort of Fire at that time ordained and appointed for the 
burning of Incenſe ; how could that Fire which theſe men offered be termed 
Strange Fire ? For the word Strange neceſſarily implys that there was ſome 
other Fire which was m9 Strange, which they ought to have offered, that 
is to ſay, ſome certain ſort of Fire particularly appointed for this purpoſe, 

His next Argument is this. The reaſon, ſays he, of Gods rejetling what 
was offered, If. 1. 12. is given ;, Who hath required theſe things at your hands. 
To which I anſwer, that the things there ſpoken of, and which God at 
that time rejetted, were ſuch as he had 2: commanded and required 

from 
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from the people of Iſrael ; namely, Sacrifices, burnt- Offerings, Incenſe, &c, 
as every main that reals the precedent and following Verſes may plain!y 
ſee. The reaſon then why God rejected them could not be, as our Au- 
thor would inſinnate, becauſe he had not required them ( for *tis plain 
that he had required them in the Moſaick Law ). But becauſe the People 
r{ted in theſe outward performances ; and were not truly ſantified in 
their hearts, nor holy in their lives, which was what he chiefly, and ſo in 
a manner ozly, required from them, as in compariſon thereof almoſt -not 
to regard thoſe outward Performances, altho' of his own appointment. 
7 hat this is the plain aad only purport of that place, appears ſo evidently 
from the Context and whole deſign of that Chapter, that it is not to be 
imagined how any man could miſtake it, except he did it wilfully : And 
all that can be inferred from this whele Paſſage, is, that outward Perfor- 
mances,altho* of God's own Appointment; are yet of no eſteem with him,if 
they are not accompanied with true Holineſs of Mind and Attions. Which 
how it can be applied to our preſent Controverſy, I am at a loſs to find, 

His next Argument is this, The cauſe of God's Judgments on falſe Prophets 
Jer. 14, 14, 15. is, I fent them not, neither have I commanded them, Now 
obſerve the Conſequence :. God Almighty denounces a heavy Judgment 
upon thoſe pretended Prophets, who, being mer ſent nor commanded by 
him, did yet preſame, notoply to tell Lyes, but alſo to Propheſy them in his 
Name, which was a molt abominable Sin; and from hence our Author 
would infer that therefore whatſoever is not commanded in the Worſhip 
of God, is forbidded to be uſed, as a way or means of it. But how this 
Inference, or any thing like it, can be juſtified, I know not. 

His laſt Argument is this; Fear or Worſhip of God taught by the Command- 
ments of Men is not only vain, Matth. 15. 9g. but brings Flagues on them who 
abuſe their wiſdom that way. If. 29. 14. Where tho' he very crudely and in- 
diſtin&ly repreſents the meaning of the former of theſe two Texts which 
he allepes; yet I frecly grant the truth of what he aſlerts, if the thing be 
tightly underſt9od. But where the fear of God proceeds from an awful 
{cnſe of his Greatneſs and Majz{ty ; and the Worſhip of God is ſuch as 
he himſelf has taught aad preſcribed ; confiſting'in Confeſſion, Prayer, 
Thankſpgiving,and the Celchration of Baptiſm and the Lord's Supper, with- 
out omitting any thing which is of divine Inſtitution ; And Men arc taught 
and urged thus to Fear and Worſhip Gud , becauſe God himſelf has com- 
manded them fo todo ; And the Law of the Land ( which may be termed 
the Commandment of an ) intcrpoles no tarther, but only to cnforce, and 
not to alter , the Law of God, and to ſettle and regulate the outward Cir- 
cumſtances of this Worſhip; which the Law of God has not determined ; 
I cannot ſee what from cither of theſe Texts can with any colour be object - 
(s 
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ed againſt ſuch a conſtitution of things as this ; except it be where pr 
judice, and not ſober and impartial reaſon, is the Interpreter of them. 
To ſtrengthen theſe his proofs from Scripture ( which of themſelres 1 
am ſore are very weak ) our Author adds, that we are /ately raugot what he 
has aſſerted, ro be the Douftrive of the Eſtabliſhed Church, by the B ſhop of Derry, 
in his Vanity of Humane Inventions, And after having recited ſome of Hig: ' 
Lordſhip's words out of the Introduction of the Book mentioned ; he cons» 
cludes thus : Vow, if Crols, Ring, &C. be not exprifly contained in Scripture, or 
warranted by the Examples of holy Men therein, they m::|t,according to the Biſhop of | 
Derry's rea/oning, be diſpleaſing to God , and ſ» forbidden by him. p.101, 102, 
But here ſure our Author cannot but know that he is guilty, in a moſt 
palpable manner of a double picce of diſingenvity. For neither toes my Lord | 
Biſhop of Derry there reach us that what is contained in thoſe words is the | 
Dottrine of the eſtablihed Church, bat only offers his own judgment of thoſe * 
things, as being highly reaſonable ; nor does ovr Anthor faithfully recite 
what his Lordſhip has ſaid ; but omits part of the laſt Senterce, without 
which it is not poſſible fully to underſtand the meaning and defign of that 
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Paragraph. His Lordſhips Concluſion is this, S.wce God has vonchlafed we 
a certain Direttion (ur bis Worſhip in the holy Seriptnres ,, it is t9 be ſuppoſed 
that all ways of Worſh.p are diſpleaſing to him that ave 19t cepreſily contained, or 
warranted by Exanples of holy en mentioned therein, OR MAY NOT BE | 
DEDUCED BY PLAIN CONSEQUENCE, OR BY PARITY OF 
REASON FROM THEM { which laſt words our Author has very un- 
fairly leſt out ) fo that altho* our Ceremonics % /t exprefly contained | 
in the Scriptures , or warravied, in particular, by rhe I campicr of Poly Xen 
therein ;, Yet ſtill, according, to my Lord Biſhop of Per, Clin that very 
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Paragraph which our Author quotes ) they may wt be ij, laſs te God, of 
they ce: be deanced by plac C on}, CL ee, Or by Fariry YE, 6H THORTILUA, And 
that ai! our Forms and Ceremonnes are juttilted by platn Conl-oreer, or an 
evivent congruity and parity of Rea/or, either from the Rules or Examples 
of huly Mcn in Scripture, is what js Lordfhip has partly Provecl In the 
Seq" -] of that Buok, and may very cilectually be made poo tuuchin? tho 
othcr things of winch he has not there had cccation to ſpent; 

From what our Anthor has hitherto been difcourtſii he p. 102, infcrs 
an Anlwer to this Queſtiun which I had put, viz. Can avy c/ be called 
a Sin which God has not forbid? And he tells me, It miy - Fs, lays hc, 
uno manded Vorfip is Sin, Now fee how an 11} cauſe runs a man into 
Perplexiucs and Contradiftions : He had juſt beiore bzen proving that 
unconmanded Viorfnip is rorvidaen ; nd, yet, aimoſt in the fame breath he 
Elves it aS an Inſtance of a'thing that is a Sin, altho” it be or /orbiilclen, But 
althv* I have already granted that the uſe of any wcommended thing, + 4 

[4 [1 


I : 


' 


: 


k 


: 


x 


: 
. 
; 


Fro God's Worſhip,is unlawful (and the only reaſor-why it is ſ>,is,becauſe it 
forbidden yet neither does it follow from hence, nor has our Author pro- 
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ved that wcommanded Circumſtances of Worſhip are ſinful : And upon a Suppo- 
fition that they were ſinful ; yet upoa what other account they could be ſo 
b:ſides their being forbidden, 1 ſhould be very glad to learn from him. 

But he gives another Inſtance, To Baptize, ſays he, without the Sign of 
the Croſs, Communicate without Kneeling, &C. are not forbidden of God ,, and 
yet the Eſtabliſhed Church accornts theſe Sins, To which the Anſwer is very 


' eaſy, via, That the Eſtabliſhed Church acconnts theſe things to be no 
t farther Sins than as they are forbidden by Gzd. Diſobedience to lawful Au- 


thority , in ſuch things as are ia themſelves lawful, is moſt certainly for- 
bidden, {ince then the Croſs after Baptiſm, Kneeling at the Communion, 
"&c. are in themſelves lawful, and commanded by lawful Authority ; 
For any man, wi/flly, to omit any of theſe Circumſtances, in the perfor- 


| mance of theſe Offices, as long as the Laws for them do ſtand in force, 
$8 an Aft of Diſobedience to the higher Powers; and, upon this account, 
and no other, 1s reckoned as a Sin by us. 


But, Nonconformity, with us, tis puniſhed more ſeverely than ſome groſs Im- 


| moralities | I anſwer, that tho? this were true, yet makes it nothing to 
; our preſent Controverſy; nor can it any way be proved from thence, 


that Conformity is unlawful; and therefore, for what purpoſe this is 
here mentioned, except it be to raiſe the paſſion, and thereby more effe- 
Quually to cloud the reaſon, of his own Party, I cannot imagine. What 
ever errors there may be in the Diſcipline of a Church ( as no Humane Con- 
ſNtitution perhaps was ever throughly perfet ) if ſome part of it be too 
ſtrict, and other too looſe ; or whatever elſe the fault may be; I think it 


' Is the Duty of every good Chriſtian, fairly to repreſent ſuch things to 


thoſe who are in Authority, that they may in a due manner be re&ihed. 
Bat as ſuch defects as theſe, are no juſt ground to retuſe the Communion of 


F 

| | | | | 

! any Church whatſoever; ſo to upbraid her with them upon an improper 
| 


occaſion; and when ſuch a reproach makes nothing to the Argument in 
hand ; in my apprehenſion, ſcems not altogether agreeable to the true 


Chriſtian ſpirit of meekneſs and Charity, 


That this hint then which he here gives is not to. the direct pur- 
poſe of our preſent Diſpute, is moſt plain, But what if, after he has at- 
firmed it ſo poſitively, and that too with an Aſſeveration, it ſhould not 
appear to be fo clear ani] evident a truth as he ſuppoſes it. He tells us, 
that for Nonconformity Men are to be Excommunicated, Ipſo fatto, But nat for 
ſome groſs Immoralities, Now beſides that the Jp/o fatto, upon which he 
lays ſuch a Streſs, is wanting in theſe Canons of the Church of Jrelarnd, 

which are made concerning this matter { which is enough to render his 
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Allegation falſe, becauſe our preſent controverſy is confined within the 
bounds of this Kin 2dom)., Let him but cocſult the ſecond and third Para- 
graphs of the Rubrick, which 15 placed immediately before our Communion 
Service, and there he ſha!l find that rororivzes evil livers, who are the fame 
with thoſe who arc gnilty of oro/s immoralicies, are 'to be excluded from 
the Holy Communion ; at gn an account of them to be forthwith given to the 
Ori ary, wh ts to proceed ar:tinſt fuch Perſons, according to Can? which I 
think is much the ſame thing with an Excommunication iplo fatlo, 
3ut, it may be, I ſhall be told that tho*our Eccleſiaſtical Laws may Per- 
haps be found to be cqually fevere againſt immorality and Noncontormity, 
yet w2 donot find that the former 1145 ben fo ſtrictly punilhe. amongſt us 
as the latter. To which Ianſwer, that if this were true it may be indeed 
juſtly 1cconnted as a great fanlt in thoſe whoſe Office it was to put thoſe 
Laws*in Execntion; but oupiit not to b: charged upon the Conftt- 
tution of the Church it ſelf. And, beſides this, it is not fo eaſy a matter 
I-zally to puniſh many immoralities, as at the ficſt cne would be apt to 
think, For without ſufficient proof, puniſhmeat ought not to be inflicted; 
ani not only are P-<vplc g:nerally very unwilling to appear, as witne(- 
{e3 avain't others in ſich caſes as the {ec ; But en alto do commonly 
take care, fo tar to hide their Acts of wickedneHs, as to make it very 
difficult to produce any legal proof of ſuch things again!t them, altho* at 
the ſame time they w_ y lahonur under great luſpict on au much Scandal 


1pon that acc 2unt - hich 1tak: to be the preat cave why ſumetunes the 
beſt of Men, when they nave bezu 1m Anthony, have hat been dle, with 
all th: of care an'l ”Cict, to fu} pprels vice, as bath the, Laws! have em- 
pewere'! ant! ther ow; Inchn tions led them. "To corclule this dirrefſion : 
As cver;}, hor *{t M14 ous nt incerely: to lefire at heartily to concrete his 
endeavours th: wruc picty may bz promote?, ailll all wickednets ſapprelled ; 


fol for my = re: am fully of option that uo ſober and peaccable Man ſhould 
at al h2 puaithel, on account of the mifktakes of is Confeiciice, © for which 
rerfOn 1 am altapcthior for having the penalty of onr Laws againlt © Non= 
conformity wholly relaxed : Whicl yet I think on gnt to be done with that 
cautions prudence, as that all publick dilturbances, both now and hereaf- 
ter, may, as mach as Is pofſtale, be prevented ;, Aud, under the pretence 
of e11147, teader Confoiences, a tre liberty ought not to be given to every 
on* at pleature wo wart only ro infilt and 1 _ 104 a leona! Eſta t ſhme 

Our Author Þ! OC e.1s and tgi!s us that Oe, Sault, Cirijm, Spittle, Ce. are 
mo 10 CO lorbid 1 F.8 1.14 the $ ' ] £1) C of p TH Y t/ bu ſays [CS hats the Chireh 
refeitrd them ? Yo wh wich the Church has long fince given a olear and, fitis- 
fa*ory anſoyer, in faort difcourte prefixt to the Book of Common Prayer ; 
whichbears this Tile Of Ceremvi'ics w "Y ſome Le aboli|] Jed 6 ad | O07c Terran " 
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with which if he were not ſatisfied, he ought to have made his exceptions 
againſt it, before he had again renewed the Queſtion. But rhe ſame Argu- 
ments are uſedby the Papiſts for all their Ceremonies; 1 anſwer if the Arguments 
are bad, let him refute them; But if not, why are they the worſe becauſe 
the Papiſts make uſe of them ? Anil as the Papiſts, to run down Proteſtan- 
cy, do not ſcruple vigorouſly to plead the Cauſe of the Socinians ; by rack- 
ing their Wits to ſhew that the Do&rine of the bleed Trinity is liable to as 
many and as great ſceming abſurdities as that of Tranſubtartiation, ſo it 
ſcems ſome Nonconformiſts, in order to gain their point againſt the Eftabli- 
ſhed Church, do perform no mean picce of Service for the Church of Rome, 
in endeayouring to perſwade the World that the caſe of that Church and 
that of our Eſtabliſhed one, are very near of kin. But as I have already 
ſhewn that what our Anthor has quoted out of Mr. Chillingrorth againit 
them is no way to be applyed to us; ſo between their Ceremonics and 
ours, both as to the exceflive number and great abuſe of them, there is ſuch 
extraordinary difference (as our Church takes notice in the place, but now 
quoted) that I wonder how any Ingenuous Man could offer to make a Paral- 
lel between tinem. And as for what headds in the Concluſion of this Pa- 
ragraph, that, ſelling Doves and changing Monty were not forbidden, yer Cbrift 
drove all out of the Temple , 1 anſwer, that thus to make a Market of that 
place which was dedicated and appropriated to the ſervice of God, was, it 
not in expreſs words, yet by very good conſequence, forbidden; As onr 
Saviour ſhews, Matth. 21 13. Or if it were not forbidden, Ideſire to know 
upon what account were they to be blamed, who there ſold Doves and chang - 
ed Money. And let him but prove that any of our Ceremonies are equally 
forbidden, and I will renounce them. Or if he cannot do this; to what 
urpoſe is this inſtance given, = it be to keep up an unreaſonable pre- 

judice againſt our way of —hany 

To viadicate our ſelves from the imputation of Sperſtirion in the uſe of 
Ceremonies, as well as our Ceremonies themſelves from that of w:lawfulneſs, 
I took notice, in my Addreſs, that we have ſufficiently declared that we place no 
holineſs in them ;, but only uſe them a« things in themſelves indifferent, ordained by 
authority for decency and order , and alterable at any time by the ſame au- 
chority. From whence our Author, ſmartly, as he thioks, infers upon me, 
pap. 103. that if our Ceremonies be not holy, they are not civil, nor natural 
ones , and therefore muſt be prophare, But is not this meer trifling, thus to 
perplex a diſpute with variety of terms, without explaining and determi- 
ning the ſenſe of them ? For had he but laid dowa the definitions and 
diſtintions of and belonging te theſe things, this pretence would imme- 
diately appear to be vain and ridiculous, Whatever Ceremony is com- 
manded by Fod to be uſed; as Jong as the obligation of tlrat —_—_—_ 
alts, 
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Iafts, may propeily be called kely ; whatſoever ſich is commanded by tz 
Law of the Land wly, altho? to be uſed in the exercite of Religion, may, yet,if 
you plcaſe, be called & civil Ceremony, And, where the Chriſtian Religivn 
15 not upheld by the Civil Anthority, whatſoever is appointed by the 
Church it ſelf may reaſonably bs termed by the name of Eecleſtaſticel : And, 
to vive no more inſtances, where bare ca/tom without any other inſtitution 
has introduced the praQice of any ſuch thing ; if there be nothing therein 
which is ſinful, why may it not bear the name of cuſtomary? From whence 
It will evidently appear tinat if either our Author's Logick or Charity ha& 
not beea {omething defective, he needed not fo haſtily to have concluded 
our Ceremonies to be Prophare, becauſe we place no holineſs in them; but 
might have fuund out ſome other appellation for them. But fince the pre- : 
tended Poperyand Jdolarry of our Ceremonies has been fo ſhametfully confuted ; 
1t may perhaps be a pretty new hint to give thoſe People who are diſaffeted 
to them, to tell them that we do in cftect own them to be Profare, becauſe 
we place no holineſs in them, | 

But ſtill, ſays he, they cammort be free from Superſtition, if they are ſuperadded 
a parts of Wor ſip ! But Þ have ſhewn that they are wor ſuperadacd as parts of 
Worſhip : And if he had but enquired into the true notion of 4 part of Wor- 
" (b;p,as it is diſtinguiſhed from the Circumſtances of it, he could not in modeſty. 
have inftiſted upon ſuch a poor pretence. 

In the remaining part of this paragraph he offers three things more, by way 
of anſwer to what I had above affirmed. The firſt is, That tho" the nature 
of Ceremonies may, yet the uſe of them cannot be indifferent ;, becauſe the end of 
ufing them muſt be either good, evil, or i1mpertinent,, and our att ions ave ſpecified by - | 
their ends, Which is as much as to ſay, that to uſe indifferent Ceremonies for 
2 good end, is a good action, to uſe them for an evil end, is an evil aQtion ; 
and to uſe thern tor an impertinent en:], is an impertinent action : All which 
things I freely grant ; and tho' ſomething may be inferred thereout in fa- 
vour of our Church ; yet what they here ſerve for, except it be for amuſe- 
ment and perplexity, 1 am not able to diſcover. Secondly, he tells us that 
things ind.jfer ent can make nothing decent or ordevly ;, ſeeing they have nothing 
of decency or order in them ;, for if they had, they would be really good, and net in= 
differen, To which 1 anſwer that things indifferent, in their own nature,' 
may yet contribute tv the decency and order of a good aftion ; not by any 
intrinſhck goodneſs which 1s inherent in themſelves, but as they are /ipns 
of the good intention of the perſons who preſcribe and praQiſe them in the 
performace of ſuch an action. Thus for Example, to bow the bedy, to: 
kneel, to ling, and that ina ſtinted metre are things in their nature igdif- 
terent : For ncitiicr are they any uecellary part of the Law of Nature, nor 
do we figd that they were eyer commanced by God, until pioys and good 

men- 


| ———— Co bi. 4 = 3. 4 = —_ _ ITY __- 


mon t took np thoſe cnſtom3 of themſelves in the Worſhip o' God: 'And yet 
| 52t2ve our Author will not deny, but that theſe thin 'S may CUNGRCC tO 
the more Cecent and orderly Performance of ſuch Worſhip, where they 
arc ſincerely intended as outward marks of that inward Devotion and Re- 
Verence Witch men do truly pay toGod. And »hy may n»t the ſame 
ting be ſaid of any other lawful peremonles or Clicumitances, Walch aic 
fincercly intcuded and made uſe of to the _ 7 ſame purpoſe : ; 
But thirdly, he comes in with a dilemma ; /}, ſays he, theſe Ceremonies ave 
neciſſary means of decency and order, wen C. gr and hi; Apoſtles, who wied them 
210t, baptized, pi -ayed aud melted undccently, If not nicffary, why 15 all 
this needleſs contentiom about them? To the firſt part of which argument I 
Anſ-er, that our Church never pretendec tha t theſe particular Ceremonie; 
vere abſolutely n:cellary to ordei and decency : But only (25 things ttoo'l 
at the time of the Reformation) highly conveni-nt to be retained ; ant, 
all thinzs conſidered, uot fo convenient to bc altered, Bat to the fecoiil 
I reply more diltinaiy ; Firlt, that to alicr the whole frame of on Liturgy 
(as ſome would have it) would, in my apprehenſion, be a thing of vet; 
all conſequence, as weil upyn the account of thoſe planlible pretences +: 
would pive the Church of Rome avainlt us ; ( who world be ſu re to mak? 
tlicir edvantage of it) as of the icancal it woild give to a multitude of cur 
ovn weaker members, v. ho cither lizving heard tie manner of our \Wor- 
ſhip ſo often decryed by tne Nen-contormiits as Popith, Superſtitions, and 
cvcn Idolatrous ; would be apt to think that ajl this acculation was trve, 
If all the things » hich were fo toun'! fault with, ſhould whol!y be laid alide ; 
or <lic perhaps would be much difſſutihed to Þave thoſe th-in”s abchither!, 
which to them do appcar to be fo orderly ant decentan fuch oth. rs [1b/tit- 
tyted in the room thercof as woul! not be fo well plciinuy to them, 
But ſ:conly as for ſome Alterations and improvements which mi ht,l think, 
be very well made in our con;{tiiutivas; | am aitogether of opinioi that ng 
ſober and well meaning Man of vur Churci: would be ©nuwlt tliem, it at d'( 
It ay way appear that the Noncou!ormilts, or any number of them, voul | 
therchy bc won t ,urCommunion. But while they ſerm to demand all, or 
elic will be faibRed with nothing ; It 15 feared by many tnat even tuch 21- 
teratiuns JS Are ot incouliderable in themſcly "CS, oo yet be Oo: zi! Vee 
MICit C plbery; wnce, Bitit our Govcrnours ſh oul, | be pr ante to be to blame 
In infilting to lily upon things which are not 9am » Yet til 1 dv 
not fee hyow thts Can be pleaded ava juit excuſe for refulity, that ovedienc? 
(0 them, wiacathe Lav of the La' 4 rc quires, and the Jaw ot Gol docs 
40! ſnbid. tor thctc are Cales warcre tho? it may Uuga ct It in Levi Y 
or Parents t30 {trictly to c: ——_— yer ill jt would be the duty of the Sul- 
} £t or tl:v Ciuld to obcy. 
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ets next paragraph he grants, with me, that Worſbip coyrot be performs 


withuit Circumt ance a and that all 61: we'd Circamſ ances of Worſhip ave mart 0:04 
prefilyopreſeribel by G4: From whence it « 'cmonſtratively alas. that f me 
Circumitances ot Worſhip may be uſed (and therefore why not by law#:] 
authority appointed and determined) which God himſelf has not con- 
manded.'*'W hat then can juſtly be fail again our Ceremonies, whi- + 
have ſoevidently proved to be Circwmflances only, and not parts of I's 
Why this, ſays our Author here, that th y ave myſizea Rites and Ceremon f, 
and mot Curcumſt ances, which things, 12 his opiiuion, are very different ; 
tho craſtily or i7norantly they be confounded, Now whe ether it may be our Au- 
thor's eraft or #gnorance, | kaow not ; but this I am ſure of, that ta lay 
ſach a ſtreſs, as he does, upon hard words, without diſtin Ry explaining 
their ſig nification, is the way eternally ty confornd, and perplex all, and n2- 
ver to determine any Diſputes or Controverſies : . And therefore it he woul: 
have avoided that Cenſure which here obliquely he cats upon us, he ſhoutd 
have defined and carefully diſtinguiſhed thoſe thiags, which in his opinion, 
we confound; and have told us particularly what was to he underftocd by a 
Myſtical Rite, and wherein it differed from a Ciramft.orce, And what 
thoſe ſame myſteries are, which he ſuppoſes to be. comprehended nnder any 
of our Ceremonies. And laftly, whether all ſuch myſteries are abſolutely 
unlawful ; or it not, for what reaſon ours are fo : For my part I know no 
other myfticalneſs in any of our Ceremonies, ſave only that we uſe them as 
apt and proper marks of what we inwardly intend : We uncover onr heads, 
and knezl on our knees in the Worſhio of Ge xd, for no other reaſon, but 
to denote that protound Reverence which we ought always to have for his 
Majeſty ; and — CR COS In all the reſt of our 
Ceremonies: And if he will cu!l this'a 14yfery; yet I think he ought c'earl); bo 
prove the thing to be wilawtl, And not take it tor a ſufficient contutation ot 
that he has improperly applycd a hard word upon this occakon, without an - 
diſtin explication pf itSmeaning. 

But rime, place, perſon, ©c, which are Cirenmſtarees of humane ations cannot, 
ſiys he, be called Rites or Cerrrrontier, | pray, why fo ? were of the 7:we ot 
t 1e-J2wiſh Sabbath, and other Feſtivals, the place Jeruſalem, and the Temp e 
where they kept their Fealts, and performed much of thetr Worſhip; Ad 
the per/orrs of the particular Tribe of Levi, who were immectiately appomn- 
ted to miniſter to God in their pavlick Service; were not tlie obiervation of 


; 
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why may n the particular rene, plere ant perfors appointed for the per- 

ftormance'of an aftion, be called Ceremonies of it 2s well as the oof wer 
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But it Ceremony and Cireamftance do thus in a manner (ignife the ſame 
thing, Ceremonies ſhould be neceſſary and not indifferent, ſreing it #s impoſsible to 
do any thing without Circumſtance: ! | Anſwer, That tho' to do an aQion mth- 
out oll C:renmt ances be impoſiible, yet thus or that particular Circumſtance may 
pz indifferent, and not necellary ; becauſe it may be changed for another : 
2nd it we will be nice in diſtinguiſhing theſe words Ceremony and C:rcnm- 
fturce, one from the other ; all the difference that | know between them 
13 (lis, v4, That as every thing which ts a concomitant of an ation, is 
ordiuzrily called a Circumſtance of it ;, ſo thoſe Circumftances, whic'! hy 
any Law or Cuſtom generally obſerved, are particularly cetermin- « ail 
annexed to the performance of that ation, are uſually termed the £- -1e-e: 
of it. Ani accordingly there may be Ceremonies of Divine, Civii, Eccietia- 
ficai, or bare cuſlomary Determiaation and Appointment, as ! have but 
RoW 121d. * 

But if a Ceremony in Worſhip, which 1 affirm to be but a Circamftance, 
be not natural and neceſſary for a decent performance of the atthon, nor corpre- 
hended iz axy orrnieral Law of Chriſt ;, it muſt be an addition 16 his [nfl itutions, 
and contrary ty that precept, Deut. 12. 32, But here again 1s a great ſtre!s 
laid upon doubtful expreſſizns, without ſo mvch as one word offere 
toward cicaiing the meaning , and removing the ambiguity of them. 
For nc:ther nas he told us what he means by thele words, Natural apd Ne- 
cefſary ;, which ſometimes are taken ina ſtritt Senſe, to denote ſuch things 
as are abſolutely and mndiſpenſably required, or Uictated by the meer inſtinct 

Nature, and igmetimes, a a larger Senſe, to fignifie ſuch things as 
we only very proper and cunverient:; Nor has he informed us what 
ae ntiends by being Compreherded in « General Law of Chriſt : For 
(thing may Ye thus comprehended 1a a general Law, either immediately 
2p! viridly (asevery duet Act of Sin is comprehended under ſome ge- 
Wet! pronibiiion ; and every poſitive and direct Att of Duty under ſome 

of the Urneral Commands) or elle more remotely and redu@ively, (as 
the moms 6f per ſurming a Duty, or reſiſting a Temptation, and allo ſome of 
the moſt Conprucm and proper Cirenmſtances of Aﬀion;, which tho' variable 
in themſelves, according to the various caſes which fall out; yet accor- 
dirp 2 the rules of Prudence and Congruity are often Reducible, tho? 
more iemotely, aud not fo dirctly, to fome of the general rules of Duty, 
becaut tom tuch things as theſe the goodneſs of Actions may be enhan- 
fed, irc ann aggravated), Nor laſtly has he fixed the fignification of 
tbis i. efion, vii, Arn Additionto Chriſt's Inſtitutions : By which if he 
meas the doing any thing more in the performance of a Duty, than what 
ſtrictly and exactly Ghrilt lias Commanded ; Either he ruſt prove that 
Chriit has Commangeg every Prritiliy of what 1s preicribed in the Directo- 
rY, 


: —— ———  —— — 
ry, or elſe he muſt condemn that as well as the Liturgy, as 4: Addition 9 © 
Chrift's Inſtitxtiens, But if by this Expreſſion he means the enjoyning and 
enacting an uncommanded thing, as if God himſelf had immediately Com- 
manded it; and ſo counterfeiting and ftamping the Diviae Authority, upon 
that which is no more but a humane Tradition, or Inſtitution (which to 
me ſcems the very utmoſt intent of that part of the Precept which he 
quotes Dear, 12.32.) He cannot but know that no manner of guilt can be 
raftned on our Church upon this account : Becauſe ſhe plainly and folly di- 
ſtinguiſhes between the wralr-rable Commands of God, and her own Eccle- 
liaitical inſtitutions, which ſhe acknowledges to be alter able, and not of E- 
ternal Obligation, 

Towards the end of that Paragraph 

upon, 1 had deiired to know, fince Ce 
ſlivion ; hoa we could mny © effeitualy difcli mn nyo, 
we a/ready do ? To which he returas mo thts ante, tal 4 more effect ual way 
is to di/clarn all ule of them : Whic\ 1s jofl as if to had tid, that che belt 
wa'\ to uſe Ceremonies Without Superitition 3s «7 f - chews at all; And it 
that be not a Comtrediftion, 1 know not what is. But here mult tell him 
that as there is no manner of Super{tition, ecityer in preſcribing or pradiling 
a thing which God has leit in it {el indifferent, as long as we retain and 
proteſs the true Opinion of its indifferency; { to diiclaim wholly the vic 
of any thing, which in it ſelf is lawful, as if it were forbidden by God, 
wheu rcaily it is not ſo ;, is in my apprehenſion a grofs piece of Superititt- 
on - And therefore to diſclaim all uſe of Ceremouicy is not fo effectual a 
way to avoid Superſtition,as our Author would have us believe; but rather 
the quitc COnerary * Forto lay any Weight npon, and to be oniaded by, groundieſs 
WAY nations of Our nn, 1nmatters relating either to G od's Providence or Keligi- 
6# z5 What I take to be the proper and true notion of Swper/?i:.1, And as 
this Preiſe of diſclaiming all our Ceremonies in the Worſhip of God 
would Evideutly be Superitition; fo the Principle upon wich our Author 
prelics, it is, as plaialy as can be, no lets than the Addition of 4 Negative 
Precept to the Law of God, For he teils us that whatever tr vot Commanded by 
God,atia is required by Men, as a means of theW or (| p of God, ts forbidden by God, 
Upon which ke would bave us lay all our Ceremontics atde. But no fuch 
Protiibit!on o£& this appcars in the Law of God, either 1g exprels words or 
by a fiir 2nd jult coal-gquence, (a5 1 have platily ſhewr. by examining all the 
plac's ©; Scripturo alleu. cl ty him), 1 couude theretore trac this Is an 
Addicon oi hi own; Am: there ore Ict him ite to it hors hecan avoid Cr 
th 21t Cort) nd vitich he (Quotes, Der. 12. 32. 
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viz. If inthe Communion of our Charch there be neither any thing wanting which 
14 neceſſary to Salvation'(which was my firſt propoſition) wor any thing pre- 
ſcribed in it 'which # ſinful (which was my ſecond Propofition) then certain- 
ly our Communion is at leaſt innocent,” and not unlawful: In which ſequel if 
the Premiſes hold good (as Fthink I have juſtified them againſt all our Au- 
thors Objc&ions) the concluſion cannot be denicd or doubted of, But be- 
cauſe mens ACtions are generally regulated, not fo much according to the 
Reallity of things, as according totheir own Judgment and Apprehenſion of them ;, 
I procceded to conſider whether it might be a juſt cauſe for men to refuſe 
communion with ns upon either of theſe accounts; viz. Thur they judoed 
our Communion unlawful ;, altho* really and in ut ſelf it were not ſo ;, or clſe that 
they deubred whether it were lawful or net ;, and therefore thought it the belt 
way not to joyn with us as long as this doubt remaiged unreſolved. 

As to the former of theſe ; who judge our communion ab/olutely nnlevficl ;, 1 in 
my Addreſs refer them to what I had before ſaid; And tell them that ex- 
cept they can ſhew wherein the Sin of our Communion lies; their J-dg- 
ment muſt needs be falſe and nncharitable: And as our Author delires that 
what he has ſaid upon this Subject may be confrdered, {fo 1 entreat the Reader 
likewige to corider the Anſwers which I have now returned to every materi- 
4 thing which he has urged. 

As to the other fort, who do not abſolutely jadge our. Commnnion un- 
lawful, but only doubt, Or are not well afſured coiicerninsg the lawfulneſs of it ; 
1 propoſe to them the common rule which is given in doubttul caſes; wi: 
'Þ hat they ſhould cl. ooſe that way which 1 moſt /Jafe and fre: fre 11 the danve of Sin, 
But how, iays our Author ſhall a Perſon who 15 not able to clear his doithts, aboiit 
which u the 0/1 [afe way, ye cheofe the moſt ſafe way ? |] anſwer that ſuch A 
Perſon indeed, while the coubt 1s equal on both lides, has no certain rule 
eo chooſe by. But if the doubt on tic one ſide be very ſtrony, and founded 
upon the plain principles of Scripture or reaſon ; and that on the other 
de, upon a {trict Examination, \ajppears to be no more but a + /crule or 
groundleſs fear ariſing rom fancy or prejudice, and not from any clear and 

rational Judgment of things; in fuch a cate as this, altho* ſome ſort of doubt 
ray yet remain concerning the lJawtulueis ot the Attion ; yet may it plain- 
ly appear which 1s the Jafeit way, and leit liable to the danyer of Sin, For 
tho? 1 allow with Crcers, whom our Author quotes as agrecing with St, Par, 


tiiit a Man ought not todo any thing, conceruing the lawtulucts of which 
Lc retains a real donhrt ; yet fill I will venture to :flirm vith Dr, Ames Dc 
CLIO fc. LE FIGS 1 tial mm.ny f&rrpics there are W11/C 4} Frey cCaniee be YEmoved 
('y rC4j0 is PUEON 0 ihe (UNITY Y, owaht, ty a / e907 57 ree. fo be {1:4 al; { ,and jiot PO 
[ Conſ; tid with, Andi preſume our Autho. will allow ths Dotter to bc 25 
2:24 2 C2! 1/t as the Parer Cicero > ATho tis 15 D enced to acquaint THC 
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la Order then to find out which is the ſafeſt way, for fuch doubting Per- 

ſons-to take, and to ſhew tnat the ſcruples, from whence ſuch doubttulneſs 
ariſes in them, are groundleſs. I very briefly, yet I thiak plainly, urged 
theſe following things, viz, That no man orght to deviate from 4 Plain and ev1- 
derit law of God on account of ſuch Surgeſtions as he oans to be but cb/eure and 
doubtful: That to promote the Peace and Unity of the Church, and to give Ovee 
dience to the Commands of Lawful Authetuy, ave very plainly and evidently com- 
manded by God : That in thi, preſent caſe, the Sungeſtions, upon which ſuch a 
doubting Perſon refrains from our Communion, are uppoſed to be but dowbrful ard 
obſcure. (For if they were clear and plain, it would alter the Caſe; and the 
Perſon of whom weare ſpeaking would no longer remain in doubt ; but be 
abſolutely determined in his Judgment) And laſtly, rhat a doutt in Point of 
Conſcience which, after a reaſonable time for enquiry, never comes to any poſitive 
Determinat:0n,1s more probably the effett of fancy or prejudice than of any Sover and 
19partial Reaſoning ;, And therefore onoht not to be pur mto the Ballance avanſs 
ſuch plain Commands of God ;, as do not admit of ary deitht at all, Now he 
that has as little Reaſon and D:vinty, as our Author will allow me to have, 
may yet ſee, that he gives a very illogical Anſwer to theſe things, which I 
have thus offered. For without the leſt offcr made to confute my premiles, 
or ſhew they are unconclulive, he falls dire&ly foul upon the concluſion 1t 
ſelf ; and repeats the ſame Objection which 1 had bzfore made ; viz. That 
ro conform doubtingly either for Peace, or in Ot caience to the Aaoiſtrate, is Sin= 
ful Conformity ; For he that doubteth is aamned, if he eat, and nhatſocver 1s not 
of Faith, i Sin, p.105, To whichl Anſwer, that a doubt concerning 
the lawtulnc(s of Obeilience, to any humane Command is a very juſt reaſon 
for a man to /uſpend attir7o, until ſuch time as he has made enquiry into the 
matter : Butit after all be can find no folid and rational Foundation for 
this doubt ; he ought to look upon it as n2 more but a meer Seraple, and to 
deal with it accordiag, to the direction which | have juſt now quoted out 
of Dr. Amncs - For i, we mult forever torbear Acting, upon account of ſuch 
fort of doubts as theſe ; the conſequence will be almolt perpetual perplexity 
of Conſcirnce, to all thoſe who ate not able clearly and diſtin&ly to Solve 
all the little Scruples, which either the Devil or their own weak tancies, may 
at any time raiſe in their minds ; which would render Religion unto ſuch 
Perſons, as a yoke impoſlible to be burn, 

And here by the way, I delfire the Reader to take Notice, how dexte- 
roully our Author perverts my words, only by the omiſlion of one Syllable 
In his recital of them. In that part oft my Addrets now under Conlideration, 
| have theſe words; // /ter a reaſonable time for enquiry, be is not able to de- 
termine 11.5 doubr, ſo as poſfirivelyto (atisſie hrmlelf upon ſolid gro:nds, that ſaci 
Cor formity 31 unlawful ; what reaſon can be given, why [iich a doubt ſhox!d be put 
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inthe Ballance ;, againſt thoſe plain Commands of God which I have mention 4. 
Now ia the recital of theſe words of mine, our Author inſtead "of the 
word wnlawfu!, puts the word Lwfil, p, 105. So that whereas my Argu- 
ment in effet, runs thus, viz, Becauſe a Man s no way corvined that ſuch 4 
thing is unlawtul, t"ere,ore Ie on199t to do it, if lawful Authority commands it * 
(which I take to be very Reaſonable,) Our Author would infinuate to the 


World, as if I had mcant that, becauſe a Man is not convinced that ſuch a thing is 


lawful ; therefore be #199 to do it if Authority requires it : which is altogether 
abſurd and void of Conſcquence, 

But why, ſay I, #s it nt as much a Sin domtinzly to reſuſe Confyrmity, as 
doubtirgly to conform ? To this Queſtion, he returns me, pag. 105, back to $. 
Paul for an Anſwer ; who ſays, that he that deubrteth is Damned if be eat; But 
docs not ſay, that he who donbreth is Damned, if he refuſe te eat, But | find 
that a lirtle more Reaſon and Divinity, would do our Author no more hurt 
than it would me ; which if he had, # wonld have taug!: bim, that in the 
Caſe propoſed by S. Paul, the doubt could only be upon one ſide of the 
Queſtion, becauſe there was no Law, either of God or Man, which Com- 
manded them to eat the things there ſpoken of ; and therefore there could 
be no ſuſpicion of Sin, in refuſing to eat them : For, where ehere is no Law, 
there is no Tranſpreſſion. But in our Caſe there are two plain Laws, viz. 
That of Peace and Union in the Church, and that of Obedience unto the higher 
Powers; both of them enafted by God, and both of them requiring our 
Conformity to the Eſtabliſhed Worſhip, except we can aflizn ſomething 
therein, which isunlawful : And therefore here the doubt mult be as well on 
this ſide of the Queſtion as the other ; And why a man's doubts in ſuch a 
Caſe as this, ſhould determine him to Diſobedience, and not rather to O- 
bedience ; (the later bcing pluinly and expreſdly required, and the former 
being only grounded upon ſome dark and obſcure ſuggeſtions) is what I 
believe all our Authors Reaſon and Divinity, will not be able plainly and 
clearly to account for. | 

But our Author will not allow thoſe who ſo halt between two Opinions, a4 nei- 
ther to follow God nor Baal, to be Nonconformifts, or of his Party any more than of 
0x75! The plain Engliſh of which ſeems to be, that ro be a Nonconformiſt, is 
to follow God; But, ro be of the Eſtabliſhed Church is a fokowing of Baal. Aad 
if ſuch little ſcruples and doubts as may ariſe, upon what he has above in- 
ſinuated concerning Nadab and Abihx, cc. do keep a Man fixed in Non- 
conformity, it- ſhall be well approved of : But if the Peace an4 Unity of the 
Church, and Obedience to the Law of the Land, ſhall have ſv much iuflueace 
upon him,as to put him ! but in ſ#ſper/e concerning what is beſt to be done; A- 
way with him, he halts between God and Baal; And lince he gathereth not 
it) our Author, he is tv be rcjeted as one that /carcererh, But I mult re- 

turn 
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turn to the preceding Paragraph, in which, az I ſaid, he endeavours to rut 
down my Concluſion, without ſo much as offering to refute my Premilles. 

And here he goes on, and tells me, that a little more Reaſon and Divinity, 
world have taught me that Negat ire Precepts bind ad [emper, But poſitive precepts 
bind only Semper, 1 Anſwer, that I have indeed met with this in my ſmall 
reading in Divinity; but how to apply it to his Purpoſe, my Rea/»n does not 
intrut me. And therefore ſince he was ſo ſenſible of my defe&ts herein, 
be ſhould have informe1, and n:t anwſed me. Allth# | urge is, that the 
poſitive precepts, of th2 Churches Unity, and Obedience to. the Laws, may 
be allowed to oblige us fo far, as not to Act contrary to them without a re- 
al neceſſity : And that a Negarive precepr, of not ating with a doubting mind, 
may not be ſo far extended beyond its due intent and meaning, as that 
little and groundleſs ſcruples ſhould be allowed, to out-ballance the plain 
and evident commands of God : And how our Authors School! Notions do 
any way contradict this reaſonable offer, 1 proteſt I cannot find out. He 
tells me, 2. That a Rule aoainſt which there 85 n9 Exception, will over-ballance 
that which 1s limited by Exceptions, But it the former of theſe Rules which 

concerns a doubting mind, preſſes with equal force upon both the Scales , 
and makes as much apainlt re/:r/\7 Conformity, as againſt Conforming, (as | have 
ſhewn it docs) then 1 hope the latter Rule, which enjoyns Peace Unity,rand 
Obedience to Autliority, and inclines to one fide only, ought in all Reaſon 
to turn the Bailance, But 3, he tells me, that if my Epiſcopal brethren in SCot- 
land, ſhould doubt of the lawfulneſs of ſubmitting to Þ) eſvyrery, now by Law Eſt ab- 
liſhed there ;, by my Rule they arc bo:ind to Conform for Peace, and in Obedience to 
* Authority, and why don't I preach ti::s to theri, Yo which I anſwer that a bare 
doubt, which never comes to a politive determiiation on the one fide or 
other, (and therefore, in my Opinion, mult procced from fancy or preju- 
dice only, and not from ſound Reaſon) ought not, I think, to be put in 
the Ballancc azzinſt the Commands of lawful Authority : Bat to apply this 
general Rule, to the Conſtitutions of any other Church, except our own, 
I conceive to be none of my buliuels, But it our Author has a mind, to 
have my Doctrine Propagated in Scerland ; he may it he pleaſes fend my Ad- 
dreſs into that Kingdom. But, {.ys he, by this Rule if a Afan m France 
or Spain, ſhould be in doubt n'1ther Popery, or Proteftamtiſmm were the ſafeſt, be 
ought ty ve a Pap't in Oocditnce 1) Auboruy, [ anſwer, that the conſequence 
will not hold . For altiio it may be a Mans duty to obey, ſuch Commands 
of Aatl.ority, 4a: ave i themſelves lawful, notwithſtanding fome doubts or 
ſcruples which he has to the contrary ; yet will it not follow from hence, 
that therefore he is cqually obliged to obey ſuch Commands, as are in them- 
felves wilarwful ,, which is what lic would faſten upon me : Bat how far even 
in tliis Caſc, a man may bs obliged to follow the dictates of a Conſtience ; 

which 
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' which is but imperfeQly informed is none of my buſineſs here to enquire. 

Our Author tells us, that we may rot follzw Peace or obey ſuperiors, except 
in Faith; And therefore to conform doubting!y is a Sin, From whence I may 
certainly, a Fortior1, infer, that therefore we ought not ro break Peace, or 
aiſobey Superiors, except in Faith; and therefore, doxbtiroly ro reſuſe Confor- 
mity, will be a greater Sin, which is what Loffered in my Addreſs, He tells 
us alſo that ozr Obedience ta Superiors, 1s l:mited by lamfulreſs, poſſibility, ex- 

pedience, and cdification, Now that no Authority can lay an obligation upon 
any Man,todo a thing, which 1s either anlawful or impoſſible, is very certain : 
But where the thing Commanded, is both lawtul and pcſſibvle ; tor a Sub - 
ject to. reſuſe Obedience, becauſe it is not Expedient ;, or does not tend to 
Faificati#n ;, 1s what I cannot ſo readily approve of, except I have ſome bet- 
ter Argument for it than our Author's bare Ailertion, And 1 would fain 
bz informed by him, who in this Caſe, is to be judge of the expediency and 
edification of the thing commanded ? It the Superiors ; then ſince our Lezil- 
lators have judged our Conſtitutions, to be expedient and edifying, no Ar- 
gument can be drawn from hence, againſt our Conformity to them. But 
ifevery Subje&t muſt herein be a Judge for himſelf; ſince the Expedicncy and 
Ediſication of things, cannot always be brought under certain and fixed 
Rules, but are many times very variable in divers Caſes, and different cir- 
cumſtances ; And lince the Apprehentions alſo of different Men, are hercin 
very various, according, to their divers Fancies, Prejudices or Inclinations ; 
What is this but to ſet up, not only the Cor/crence, but even the fickle Im- 
agination of every private Man to control Authority, whenſoever the 
Humour ſhall take him, or any crafty Man, who would gain him to his Par- 
ty, ſhall impoſe upon him ? Which is much more eaſy to do, in relation to 
the Expediency or Edification of a thing, than the lawfulneſs or poſſibility of 
It. 
Having diſpatch'd the ObjeQion againſt our Communion, which is drawn 
from the doubts and ſcruples, which ſome mea have entertain'd, concerning 
the lawfulneſs of it ; I proceed in the next place in my Addreſs, to propoſe 
and anſwer that which is taken trom the pretence of Chriſtian Liberty : And 
becauſe our Author ſeems to have taken more than ordinary care to per- 
plex this part of the Diſpute ; I mult crave the Keaders patience, while [ 
"take a little pains fairly to open and clear it. 

As God Almighty had by Moles given a Written Law unto the Children 
of 1/racl;, fo, in proceſs of time, the Scribes and Phariſees had not only in- 
troduced divers Traditions of their own, (ſome of which might poſſibly in 
themſclves have bzen innocent, tho* unneceſſary) but alſo required the ob- 
ſervation of theſe Traditions, not only as immediate parts of the Law of 
God ; but alſo, in ſome caſes, to be preterred even betore the precepts of 
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"the written Law, whenever they ſhould come in competition one with the 


other ; of which we haye a pretty full account in the former part of the 9b 


| Chapter of St. Mark's Goſpel. Now when many of the Jews began to re- 


'ceive the Chriſtian Faith; ſome there were who either out of a ſecret delign 
to obſtruct the progreſs of the Goſpel, or a profound veneration for that 
Inſtitution, under which they had been brought up; tavght this Doctrine in 
the Chriſtian Church, viz. that Circumc:ſion and the Obſervation of the Law of 
Moſes, were abſolutely neceſſary to Salvation, notwithſtanding that Chriſt was 
come into the World, as we are informed, Als 15. 1. 24. And as they 
had generally received the above mention'd Trad:tions with an equal, and in 
ſome caſes a greater reſpet than what .they had for the written Law; ſo did 
they no leſs endeavour to obtrude the one than the other upon all thoſe who 
had, or ſhould Embrace Chriſtianity. And notwithſtanding that the Apo= 
files and Elders upon the firſt broaching of this Do&rine, endeavoured to 
ſuppreſs and put a ſtop to'it, AF. 15.6, &c. yet, for all this, we find 
that it took root and prevailed, more or leſs, in divers of the Chriſtian 
Churches. | 

To eaſe the Conſtiences therefore of all the Faithful. from ſuch an unne- 
ceſlary and unſupportable burden, and allo to free Chriſtianity from ſuch a 
clog as muſt needs very much retard the progreſs of it ; the Apoſtles 
of Chriſt, wherever there was occaſion, took conſtant care to inform all who 
had received the Faith ; of that freedem which Chriſt had given 
them from the Ordinances of the Moſaick Law, as well as from all 
other uncertain Traditions, which ſome men, without any other Authority 
but their own groundleſs fancies, would imp-ſe upon them, and alſo to 
exhort them to maintain, and by no means betray that liberty which was 
thus vouchſafed nnto them : Of which I necd not ſtand to produce any In- 
ſtances, becauſe the thing is not only conteſt on- all hands, but alſo moſt 
notorious to all who do but read the Epiſtles o! St. Paul, and particularly 
thoſe to the Galatians and Coloſſians, 

Thus far then the Scripture does, undoubtedly, require every Chriſtian to 
aſſert and ſtand faſt in his liberty ; viz. Nt to adit or 0:71 ary thiyg as an 
eſſential part of Religion, and therefore neteſſwy to $.\v.gion, which God has not 
aire(tly required and preſcribed as ſuch. For which, the Reaſon | have given in 
my Addreſs is unanſwerable ; namely,that #/ way be given to ſuch [rt of impoſt= 
thons, [0 many thinss, throwoh pride or ignorance, may be introduced into Chriſta» 
nity, 4s tomake it a yoke too leavy to be born, : 

Two things then 1 think there are, which, if f\ily ſtated and cleared, 
muſt, one way or other, put an end to the difference between our Author 
and me, concerning, this point: Namely, firſt, whether the obligation 
which lies upon us tv mamntain our Chriſtian Libe ty, 08z2ht to be extentcd 
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any farther than thoſe bounds which I have-now ſet toit'? And if not, then 
ſecondly, whether this obligation (even as I have ſtated it) can, cither by 
the letter of Scripture, or parity of Reaſon, be-juſtly ſo conſtrued as to re- 
ſtrain any man from yielding, Conformity to any of the Conſtitutions of the 
Eſtabliſhed Church ? upon which two things 1 deſire the Reader till to have 
an eye, whilſt I am examining what our Author has ſaid, which may relate 
to either of them: For I cainot ſo well handle them each- a-part, becauſe 

1 am confined to fullow that path in which he has thought fit to lead me. 
He tells me then, pag. 107, that 1 have not faithfully framed the Non-Cowe 
formiſts Objeftion; For their Notion, it ſeems, of Chriſtian Liberty, and the 
obligation to maintain it, is ſomewhat different [rom mine ; and it chings 52 
their own nature indifferent arc impoſed "(tho not as eſſential parts of Religion, 
Or neceſſary to Salvation) but only as parts or 'mrans of Worſhis, or Conditions 
of Communion in it ;, this, according to him, is an «»fringement of that Chri- 
tian Liberry, in which we are bound to ſtand faſt, To which 1 anſwer, Firſt, 
That ſince the Worſhip of God is an efſential part of Religion ;, to impoſe 
any thing 44 4 part of Wir ſhip, would be to impoſe it as an «fſcntial pare of 
Religion : For ( as he has thought it neceſſary to inform me, p. 102.) qzod 
eft pars partis eft pars titins. AS therefore he has, thus far, ſaid no» more 
than what I had ſaid before him; ſo have I already ſhewn that thoſe ins» 
different things, wiiich by our Liturgy are required, un the ſervice of God, 
are not impoled as parts of Worſh'p; and therctore there ouzht on this ac+ 
count to he no Controverlie about them. Secondly, To ſubmit to ſuch ins 
different things as are impoſed expreſily rot as parts of Worſhip, but only as 
the means, way or manner of performing it (provided that tuch impoizag 
broceed from Lawful Authority) 1 have already ſhewn not to be uulaw- 
ful, and have anſwered -all our Author's pretences to the contrary ; Nor 
can 1 upon his aſſertion believe that ſuch a ſubmiſſion tor peace an4 unities 
' ſake, is any way a giving up of our Chriltian Liberty, uatil I ſee ſome good 
proof for it, either expreſsly contained in, or evidently conſequent from 
God's Words; of which I believe he would not have bcen fo ſparing, if the 
Bible would have afforded him any Texts, upon which to have grounded 
an Argument, Or if our Liturgy be, on this account, an infringement o/ Chris 
ftian Liberty, not only all other Churches are guilty of the ſame, but even the Dis» 
rettoi » it ſelf, which impoſes ſome things in them: lves indifferent, canmmot be excuſed 
from it. Which paſſage of my Addreſs he has thought fit to flip over, 
with a very lame and imperfect Anſwer, Thirdly, To impoſe any in- 
different things as Conditions of Communion, if it were done cither with an 
expreſs declaration, or any evident implication or ſuppoſition, that no Come» 
munion could lawfully be kept up in, or held with, auy Church whaiſoever, 
without the uſe of thoſe things which were ſo impoſed ; this indeed world 
b 
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be to impoſe ſuch things as eſſential and neceſſary pa#1s of Worſhip and Rel 7'ott; 
and conſequently, on the impoſers part, an unlawful attempt upon Chri- 
ſtian Liberty. . Bnt as I have ſhewn that this is none of our Churches caſe 3 
who expreſsly owns ſuch her Conſtitutions to be alterible as juſt cauſe ſhall 
require ; and neither rejects the Communion, nor condemns the Practice 
of any other Church which differs from her in ſuch things as theſe : So if 
the matter were even thus it ſelf; yet if any private Chriſtian ſhould, for 
Peace and Unity, ſo far comply with the Church,as to ſubmit to what ſhe had 
required, and praiſe what ſhe had thus Preſcribed ; but yet with an Expreſs 
Declaration and open Proteſtation, that he did this not ont of any neceſſity 
which .wasſuppoſed to he in the things themſclves, which he ſill aſſerte 
to be in their own Natare indiffereat ; but on!y for peace ſake, and, as far 
93 in him lay, to prevent all Schifms or Diviſions ; 1 cannot ſce how ſuch a 
Man as this could be condemned, as therein guilty of any Sin, or any way 4 
betrayer of his Chriſtian L/berty, And if in this my Opinion, 1am perhaps 
miſtaken, | ſhall be very glad to he better informed ; provided it be done 
with Clear and Sol/4 Arguments from plain Scripture and Reaſon, and not 
with ſuch perplexed and rrifl/zg Suggeſtions, as we have hitherto met with 
from vur Anthor: But Fourthly, Since {as our Author grants, PÞ. 103) 
without Circuniſt ances, Worſlr'p cannot be performed, and all onward Circum- 
ftances of Worſhip are not preſcribed by God, It muſt follow, either that ſome 
outward Circumſtances of Worſhip may be determined and appointed b 
Man, or eife th: Worſhip of God canuot poſlibly be performed. Suppole 
then that the Church appoints and determiacs ſome indifferent things, as 
Circumſtances in Gods Wor ſhip ; and requires them to be obſerved by all 
her Members ;; And yet that ſome are ſo Obſtinate and Refractory, as that 
they wi'l not ſibmit to her Authority in theſe things ; What 15 to. be dane 
in ſucha Caſe as this ? muft every particular Manhe left to his liberty, .to 
1 ,troduce what Circumſtances he pleaſes into the Worſhip of God, accor- 
ding to his own Fancy or liclination 7 This would be the direct way to cons» 
found that 2rder, and deſtruy that Pecexcy, for which the Apoſtle particu= 
larly provides, 1 Cor. 14. 40, 45 1 have ſid in'my AddreS ; And to cx» 
clude the Dirithory as well as the Luursy, Or muſt the Church from time 
t5 time, alter and n«w mode! her Coaltitutions, concerning the Circum- 
ſtances of Gods Worſhip until matters are ſo ſetled, as that every one may 
be pleaſed and faily ſatisfied ? This | confels were a molt excellent way, 
if the thing were at all praQicable or poſſivle to be performed: But when 
it is conſidered that in ſuch matters as relate to Order and Decency only, 
we have not alvays a fixed and certain Rule, as to particulars; but Men 
have different Opinions of ſuch things, according to the difference of their 
Cuſtoms, Tempe1s, and Educations , I believe 1} will be found a very hard, 
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| and perhaps an. impoſſible thing, to frame-all the Circumſtances of Di- 
vine Worſhip, as that all ſorts of Men, how different ſoever in their Tem- 
Per or Education, ſhall be well pleaſed and ſatisfied with them. And 
If this be not to be done; then, it may. be, . if -any Church ſhould go 
about to make alterations in ſich things, to pleaſe and gratifie ſome 
Pcople ; they might hereby difpleaſe -and diſguſt many others ; 
znd ſo in the end do more hurt than good by ſech Alterations, What 
then remains ? but that every Church in ſuch 'things- as theſe mult 
at according to' the beſt of her prudence; And if men will ſtill © be 
reſra&ory and not ſubmit to ſuch Conſtitntions as lawful Authority enjoins, 
and are no way contrary to the Law or Word of God ; I would gladly 
know what other courſe is at laſt to be taken with them, but to exclude 
them from the Communion of the Society, who thus obſtinately refuſe to 
conform to the Rules and Orders of it ? And if our Author judges this to 
be an infringement of Chtiſtian Liberty, 1 deſire he would not only ſay it, but 
alſo clearly and ſolidly prove it. 

"But Chrift has freed us from all parts and parcels of Worſhip which are- not of 
his own Inſtitution ! He has ſo : Bat what is this to thoſe Ceremonies which 
| have plainly proved*to be no parrs (or parcels) but only Circumſtances of 
Worſhip ? He has freed us alſo from all Conditions of Communion but thoſe of 
bis own Preſcribing | very right : But then we muſt remember that one Con- 
dition of Communion which Chriſt preſcribes unto us, is to obey them that 
have the rule over us, and ſubmit orr ſelves, Heb. 13.17. To be ſubjett to the 
higher powers, Rom. 13. 1. And to ſubmit our ſelves to every ordinance of man 
for the Lords ſake, 1 Pet. 2. 13, And whoſoever obſtinately refuſes to perform 
this condition, 1s juſtly to be excluded from the Communion of the Church, 
as a difobeyer of Chriſt's Commands. Now the Queſtion is, Wherein and 
mM what ſort of things is this ubedience and ſubjection to be hewn ? Not in 
things immediately or dire&tly commanded by the Law of God : For in ſuch 
things as thoſe our obevience is paid to God alone, and not ta our Earthly 
Syperiours;; And the vbligation is the ſame, if my /xferiour informs me tlat 
fiich is the Will of God, as if my Superiour lays his commands therein up- 
on me. Nor: yet in ſach"things as are contrary to God's Law, :- For if our 
Superiours ſhould command any thing of that nature, we onghr ro obey God va- 
ther than man, Atts 5.'29."1t remains then, that things 4n their 071 Mature in- 
different, when required by 'lawſril Authority, are the proper and aueqiture matter 
wherein our obedience 10 our Superionrs, whether Fcelrſiaſtical or Civil, is to be 
frewn. 'Andas all Superionrs onght to exerciſe their power of commanding 

* with Prudence and Charity, as they ſhall anſwer for the ſ:me before the 
Throne of God ;/ fo are all inferiours moſt evidentiy oblizcd in Conſcience 
ito be conformable and obedient to ſuch commands, when the matter theres 
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is lawful in it ſelf : nor is ſuch conformity any way inconſiſtent with our 
Criſtian Liberty, | 

But Chrift, ſays he, hath alowed ns the uſe of indifferent thirgs indifferently, as 
Chriftian Prudence and Charity ſhall determine ! | grant it. But then I would 
know why the #/e of ſuch things may not, in ſome caſes, as well be determs- 
ned by the Chriſtian Pradence and Charity of the Church for the whole Society, 
as In other caſes by thoſe of every private man for himſelf ? Except it be 
that ſome men have a very ſtrong inclination to be guided by their own 
fancies, rather than by the will of their Superiors. But this, ſays he, would 
he /oto determine our practice, as to deſtroy its indifferency ! 1 Anſwer, that this 
indeed would make it theduty ofevery private man toconform his practice in 
ſuch indifferent things, to the Law that is over him, as long as that Law re- 
mains in force (in which 1 ſee not the leaſt inconvenience or abſurdity) : but 
would not ſo far deſtroy the indifferency either of the thing, or our pra- 
ice ; but that, upon the repeal of that Law which bound us, we ſhould be 
as much at liberty as ever we were. But our Author tells us, that rbe mam 
violation of Chriſtian Liberty hes in a fixt, ſtatcd and perpetual compulſion, to de 
what God hath permitted us to omit ;, or a prohibition ts do what he hath made lay» 
ful for us, 1 Anſwer, if, 1. The ſubjeRt'matter of this Compalſion or Prohi- 
bition be in its own nature lawful or indifferent; If, 2. The Compulſion or 
Prohibition proceed from lawful Authority ; And if, 3. It be by that Ayu- 
thority ſufficiently declared, that this ſame Compulſion or Prohibition is not 
to be eſteemed as anexpreſs or immellate part of Gods Law ; but only asa 
humane conſtitution, to which, while it remains in force (and no longer) 
we are in Conſcience obliged to give obedience, on account of the general 
Commands of God, which require us to be ſubjz& to our lawful Governours : 
Snch a Compulſion or Prohibition as this, is no manner of vis/ation of Chriſtian 
Liberty. 

But he will prove that it is, and that by the Authority of St. Pawl-; 
For thus, ſays he, the Apeſtle reacheth, 1 Cor. 6. 12, All things ave lawful (or 
me, but I will not be brought under the power of any perſon or thirg in matters it = 
different. But, 1 ſay, the Apoſtle does not thus teach : And it is not only 
a moſt diſingenuous, but even an impious preſumption in this bold man 
thus to falſifhe the Text of St. Paul, and to add wnto the Word of God, what- 
ever his deſign therein may be. The words of St. Pal in the place quoted, 
are neither more nor leſs than theſe, Al things are lawful wntome, but all things 
are not expedient : All things ave lawful for me, but I will not be brought wnder the 
power of any. Where it is evident from the following verſe, that he ſpeaks 
bnly concerning the eating or torbearing of tuch cats as ſome indeed 
ſcrupled out of weaknels ; but which were not commanded or exjaixed by 
any Law or Conſtitution either of God or Man. And our Author could 
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pot but ſee that it was impoſſible fo far to extend. St. Pars own words, as 
to bring them in the leaſt to conatenance Diſobedience to lawful Autho- 

tity ; aad therefore that he muſt either add to them, or elſe not be able to 

produce ſo much as one Text of Scripture to prove that which with ſo much 

aſſurance he had aſſerted, But if he has a power given him to make Scrip- 

ture where he has it not ready to ſerve his purpoſe, I muſt confeſs it will 

be hard to diſpute with him. Nor can he here pretend that he ſets down 

the laſt words of the above mentioned quotation, not as a part of St. Paul's 
Text, but only as his own Paraphraſe upon it : For (beſides that in the A- 
poſtles own words,there is no manner of foundation for the inſerting of the 
word perſen) the whole Sentence, as I have above recited it, is all a-like 
Printed ia the Italick Charater, and all of it equally referred to thoſe 
toregoing words [11s rhe Apoſtle reacheth] : which I think moſt plainly ſhews 
that it was our Anthor*s deſign, that the whole Sentence ſhould paſs upon 
his unwary Readers, 45 if it were every Syllable taken out of the place from 
whence he has quote it, 

But I ought not thus ro bind wp my ſelf from oppertmnity of uſing my Chriſtian 
Liberty for the Spiritual good of another / | Anſwer that, where a humane Law 
is made concerning any thing which otherwiſe were indifferent ; Obedience 
ordinarily and generally ought tobe given to that Law ; Nor ought any man 
to ſwerve from it to gratifie the humour of ſuch as only reſulve to be per- 
v:rſe and obſtinate. But where a caſe ariſes to which the intention of the 
law-makers cither did not or ought not to have extended,and where by ating 
'otherwtſe'than* the Law preſcribes, ſome great good may be done, or evil 
avoided or remedied ; if all even ſeeming contempt of Authority be meekly 
and prudently avoided,” and juſt occaſion of ſcandal carefully prevented 
and obviated ; I, for my part, ſhould no way condemn that man, who upon 
ſuch an emergency, in ſuch a manner, and with ſuch caution as this, ſhould 
at otherwiſe than the letter of rhe humane Law ſhould preſcribe. In 
which opinion the generality of Learncd Caſuiſts that I have happened to 
look into, do unanimouſly concur with me. And therefore what preſently 
follows, 1s ſpoken without any othcr ground but his own fancy, viz, that 
by ſuck impoſirg and determining in matters indfftrent, more 1s atiributed to the 
poſnive precepts of Aſn, than to the mural Laws of God, For I cliallenge our 
Author to produce me but oe man of any repute of the Eſtabliſhed Church, 
who ever maintained that vcdierce to our Ecclefiaſtical, or to avy humane 
Laws, may not pro hic &* nwic be ſuſpended topive way to a greater good, as well 
as obedience t1 the poſnive 1514l Laws of God, And as for making. that a ſin 
which God has made lawful by not forbidding it, which 1s another of his olr- 
jections, T have already anſwered it: And it is enough to ſay, that God has 
not made it layful to dilobey lasful Authority in ſuch tlings as arc 
indifferent. From 
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From what I have hitherte been diſcourſing upon this ſubjeQ, I think it 
may clearly be gathered, that notwithſtanding all that our Author has ſaid 
to the contrary, the obligation of maintaining our Chriſtian Liberty is no 
farther to be extended than as I had ſet the bounds and limits of it. 
But what follows in the next Paragraph, is deſigned to ſhew, that allowing 
my notion of Chriſtian Liberty to be juſt and good, yet Kill our Ceremonies 
are deſtruttive of it, becauſe they are made «eſſential parts of Religion, and neceſſn y 
to Salvation;which if he can but prove as clearly as he has confidently affirmed 
it, then indeed, and not otherwiſe, he might have reaſon to ſay that my A#- 
ſmwer 15 not ſufficient ro the Objeition, even as 1 my ſelf bad framed it. 

Now here I muſt deſire the Reader to take notice what a poor and dif- 
ingenuous piece of Sophiſtry our Author endeavours to put upon the world, 
To convince the Non-Confurmiits that our Ceremonies were no in{ringement 
of Chriſtian Liberty, 1 gave them to underſtand, in my Addreſs, that our 
Church did not impoſe them as eſſential parts of Religion, and neceſſary pts Sal- 
vation : In oppoſition to which, he undertakes to prove that they are by «s 
made eſſential parts of Rel gion, and neceſſary to Salvation; and therefore de- 
ſtruftive of Chriſtian Liberty : But when he comes to produce his Argu- 
ments, he cunningly conceals the main and fundamental part of the con- 
cluſion which he was to prove ; and as for the other part of it, which was 
but an appendage to, or ſuperſtructure upon the former, he perverts and 
plainly alters the ſenſe and meaning of it. 

The fundamental part of the concluſion which he undertakes to prove, is, 
that our Ceremonies are by us made ifſential parts of Relig;on, But in order to 
make this good, he does not ſo much as offer the leaſt word or ſyllable. 
The other part is, that we make them neceſſary to Salvation ; which indeed 
he attempts to prove ; but in a clear differeat ſenſe from that in which I 
denied it. My meaning was plainly this, that our Church did not pretend 
that her' Ceremonies were immediately derived ſrom the eſſence of Rel/9i01r, or 
upon that account neceſlary to be obſerved ; which 1 grant would be an 
encroachment upon Chriſtiaa Liberty : But a!l that his, Arguments can 
pretend to prove, is, that our Ceremonies, being impoſed by the Laws of the 
Church, the nie of them is eſtceined neceiſary to Salvation; not as being, 
eſſential parts oi Religion, or lo reputed by us, but only as they are the 
matter whercin we ouyhrt to ſhew our conformity and obedience to th? 
commands of Iawtul Anchority. Iu Anſwer theretore to all his Arguments 
at once, I ſhall only tcl him, that obedience to the lawful commands. of 
lawful Authority, is cuc of thoſe Dutics which God has made neceſſary to 
Salvation-: And as far as any Ceremony is the matter of ſuch 
obedience, fo far it is, by conlequence, in its proper degree, allo 
neceſſary, altho* it bz uo clicatial part of Religioa: Nor is there any thing; 
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herein which is any way deſtruQtine of Chriftian Liberty. But that which he 
ſhould have proved, was, that we eſteem our Ceremonies to be neceſſary to 
' Salvation, even antecedently to the commands of the Church and the Law. 

That therefore our Author's Arguments, which he here urges, are all of 
them wide from the point in Controverſie, is as evident as may be: But 
becauſe in ſome of them he has a ſly deſign, not ſo much to prove what he 
had juſt before unF&rtaken, as to render the Eſtabliſhed Church as black and 
odious as may be in the eyes of his Party ; It will be neceſſary. before 1 
proceed, to wipe off that dirt which here he rakes together to throw at 
her. 

In the firſt place then, I muſt tel] him, that what I have hitherto read of 
his Book, has not begot in me {vch an opinion of his veracity, as, upon his 
bare word, to make me give credit to what he ſuppoſes, viz. that the bare 
omiſſion of Ceremonies, the" out of tenderneſs of Conſcience, is by us judged Schiſm, 
Sedition, and Rebellion ;, and made worthy of Fining, Impriſonment, and Excam« 
munication ; Nor have I any reaſon to'think his good nature towards us to 
be fo abundant, as that he would have omitted to quote ſome paſllages of our 
Laws or Canons, if any ſnch there had been, to make good this charge to 
the utmoſt, which he thus aggravates againit us. That Conſcicuces which 
are traly tender, ought ever to be nſed with the greateſt gentlenels, is the 
unanimous opinion of all ſober and good men that ever I remember to 
have met with, either of our own or any other of the Reformed Churches : 
And altho” in the Letter of Humane Laws, an exception or diſpenſation 
for tender Conſciences is no-way proper to be expreisiy inſerted ; becauſe 
every man being able to make this pretence, and none but God, who knows 
the hearts of men, being able to confute it, where it is talſcly, but crattily 
made ; this would be the way wholly to cnervatc the ſanction and torce of 
all ſuch Laws, and fo to leave it at every mans pleaſure, whether he would 
obſerve them or not : yet in the execution of them (at. leaſt of all ſuch as 
concern Religion and the Worſhip of God), 1 freely grant, that a due re- 
gard ought to be had to the invincible miſtakes of all ſuch as appear to be 
well-meanigg men ; becauſe it ought ever to be preſumed, that the inten- 
tion of the Law-makers was not, or ought not to have been, that tuch ſort 
of men as they ſhould be ſeverely dealt with, And if any particular men 
have ever preſt the Execution of our Eccleſiaitical Laws beyond this ; 
Let them anſwer for themſelves ; for 1 am ſure I ſhall never appear iu their 
defence. But where there are molt ſtrong preſumptions that it is ot real 
tenderneſs of Conſcience, but ſome other principle, which prompts 4 man 
not only himſelf to refuſe obedience to lawful Authority, but alſs to per- 
ſwade as many as he can to join with him therein z Where a man can with 

ut remorſe or ſcuple break ſome of the moſt kaown Laws ot Gol ;, can 
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confidently vent ſuch flanders and calumnies, as are not only contrary to 
charity, but alſo to truth it ſelf; and can pervert and miſquote, not only 
the Writiags of a Man, but even the Word of God ; and yet all this while 
ſhall refuſe to obey ſuch commands of Authority, as he cannot ſhew to be 
either expreſsly or by good conſequence contrary to any Law or Command 
of God ; (which I have plainly ſhewn to be our Anthors caſe). If ſuch a 
Man as this ſhall yet plead the tenderneſs of bis Conſcience, for refuſing con- 
formity to the Laws of the Land, (which yet it ſeems is tovgh enough 
to diſpenſe with the violation of the above mentioned Laws of God) I would 
gladly know whether ſuch a plea,and in ſuch a caſe, is to be admitted : And 
if the penalty of the Law be not put in execution againſt a man who plain= 
ly appears to be of tliis temper, I think he has more reaſon to thank the 
mildneſs of the Govrernment, than to attribute it to any juſtice which he 
may pretend to be on his fide, or favour that ought to be extended to hum, 
on account of the tenderneſs of his Conſcience. But let a mans Conſciences 
be diſpoſed as it will ; the bare omiſſion of Ceremonies is not by any of our Laws: 
ſo ſeverely cenſured as our Author pretends ; but was fo wiſe as not to 
produce his proofs ; nor is any man thereby condemned of Schiſm, except 
. he makes or keeps up a ſeparation in the Church ; nor of Sedition or Kebellior, 
except he helps to maintain a faftion, or takes up arms againlt the Civil 
State ; nor, laſtly, made ſubje&t to Fining, Impriſonment or Exconmmunica- 
tion, except it be for publick Oppoſition to the Eſt abi (ird Laws, And if our 
Author had not conſulted more with paſſion or iit nature, than with fuber 
reaſon or charity, he would never have fo ſtrained things beyond their 
due pitch, as he has moſt evidently done in the above mentiuned ſuggeltion, 
which he brings in charge againit us. 

Nor, Secondly, do any where find it to be the Judgment of our Church, 
that every one who comes under the ſentence of Excommunication,mult necei- 
ſarily be ſuppoſed tobe delivered to Satan ;whichis another of his good nature! 
inſinuations. That thoſe Perſons,who,by publick diſobedience and oppolitioa 
to the lawtnl commands of lawful Authority, do cauſe diviſions and offences by 
the Church, ſhould be av»2ided, and excluded from her viſible Communion, 
Is no more than what 1 think to be ſufficiently warranted by the Apoltle St. 
Pauli, Rom. 16. 17. But becanſc it is poſſible, and ſometimes prov4b! 
enough, tiat many men are thus mitled, not lo much by wiltulne(s or ob- 
ſtinacy, as by ſoine vicat miltakes or ſtrong prejudices which they have 
entertained, or, it may be, by 4 real <calo! God, but rot ac ordins to krno'ple "ve - 
we arc lo far from concluding any ol them to bc abſolutely YL1Ven into the 
poſſeſſion of the Devil, that, on the contrary, we charitably hope that the 
gencrality of them will obr.a4 mercy at the hand of God ; not do we at all 
dcubt it, where the diiob:aicnce to Authority precteds not from perverſe- 
nels, but ivnorance of their Duty in this particular, M I iurdty, 


"Thirdly, Whereas he would have'the world believe that the omiſſion of 
Ceremonies, makes a Miniſter more liable to deprivation than Whoredom, Drun- 
kenneſs, &c, If he means, that it is commonly more eaſie to convict ſuch 
an one of Nonconformity, which muſt be open and notorious, than of im- 
morality, which may bee kept ſo ſecret as, in many caſes, ſcarcely to admit 
of legal proof; I defire to know how is this to be helpt, or the Church to 
be blamed for it? Or, if he means, that immorality in Miniſters has not 
been ſo ſtriftly proſecuted and puniſhed as Nonconformity : Beſides that 
he'offers no manner of proof even of this ; the utmoſt it could amount to, 
if true, would be to faſten a juſt blame, not upon the Laws of the Church, 
but upon thoſe Perſons who ſhould have put them in execution ; wherein 
1 will join with him, with all my heart, it he can but furniſh me with ſufh- 
cient proof of the matter of fa&t. But if he means that; by our Eccleſiaſtical 
Laws, a Miniſter, who is convitted of ſuch immorality as he mentions, is not 
as liable to deprivarion as he that is found guilty of Nonconformity, (which 
4 think is the only meaning of his words, that can be any way to the pur- 
poſe). I challenge the abominable falſehood of this aſſertion, and demand 
the proof of it from him. 

Fourthly, Whereas he ſuggeſts that the refuſers of Conformity, are judged 
morſe than Idolatrous Papiſts : This is an_imputation ſo notoriouſly unjuſt and 
wmmodeſt, that none but a man of ſuch a render Conſcience, as our Author 
would ever lay it to our charge. But *tis no matter for that, his party will 
probably believe that he would never affirm a thing ſo extraordinary if it 
werenot ſo; And it he does but calumniate ſtoutly, ſomething perhaps may 
ſtick. But methinks this man, who ſo ſolemnly in his Preface, appeals ro the 
Jurge that flandeth at the door, ſhould remember the account, which one day 
he muſt give of his words as well as attions, unto that ſame Judge. 

And laſtly, Whereas he accufes us, that we eſteem our Ceremonies to be 
more neceſſary than the Peace and Unuy of the Church, | Anſwer, that if any 
man were once convinced that the abolitiog- of any Ceremonies, which law- 
fully may be laid aide, would generally conduce to the Unity and Peace of 
the Church; and that without doing any other hurt, which might over- 
ballance this good ; and if, in this caſc, he ſhould refuſe to have theſe Cere- 
monies aboliſhed ; it might indeed juſtly be ſaid of bim, that he preferred 
them before Peace and Uniry, But where it no way appears that men are 
thus convinced : Buton the contrary, that there is much reaſon to fear that 
the prohibition or diſuſe of ſuch Ceremonies, would not only give a 
very plaulible advantage to the Churches enemies, and ſcandalize a mwulti- 
tude of her own weak Members; but alſo encourage thoſe that cauleleſly 
diſſent from her to inſult and triumph, and to demand ot/icr things, which 
are yet more unreaſynible, Where men, 1 ſay, are under theſe or fuch 
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like apprehenſions (as many ſober and prudent men'of var Church! are); 
altho* a man ſhould be of opinion that they were miſtakengyet could he-not, 
with truth or charity, affirm, that they preferred their Ceremonies , or 
thought them more neceſſary than the Peace and Unity of the Church, For in- 
this caſe, bare Ceremonies are not put into the Scale againſt Peace and Unity, 
as our Author would inſfinnate ; But all the evil conſequences, which would 
attend the abolition of our Ceremonies, are ballanced againſt the ancertain 
ſatisfaction which. might be given to ſome miſtaken men, whoſe principles; 
if they are followed, muſt continually lead them into new ſcruples and exs 
ceptions, againſt all humane eſtabliſhments, in matters of Relizion and the 
Worſhip of God. 

In the concluſion of this point of Chriſtian Liberty, I had ſaid in my Ad- 
dreſs, that if our Litwrgy were an infringement of Chriſtian Liberry, not ozly all 
other Churches were guilty of the [ame ;, but even the Direttory, which impoſes ſome 
things which in themſelves are indifferent, cannot be excuſed fromit., To which, 
all the Anſwer that our Author gives, is, p. 109. to deny, and to demand proof 
from all who aſſert, that the Direttory requireth any Ceremomes of mylt ical ſignifi- 
cation ;, or impoſeth any indifferent thino, ſave ſuch Circumſtances as nature and 
reaſon direfF, But is not this meer ſhuffling, thus to take no notice of the 
thing which I had ailerted, and to require me to prove that which 1 had 
never affirm'd, or ſo much as infinuated ? 1 had no occaſion to ſpeak of any 
ſuch thing as myſt:ca! Ceremonies or improper Circumſtances to be preſcribed by 
the Direftory : Nor therefore ſhould he have amuſed the Reader with the 
mention of them. The whole force of my Argument lay plainly in this 
alone, that if it be a violation of Chriſtian Liberty, for order and decency's 
fake, to ſettle and determine any 'thing, in the manner or circumſtances 
of God's Worſhip, which God by his own immediate Law had not deter- 
mined. From hence it would follow not only that all other Churches, 
but even- the DireCtory it ſelf, which does determine ſome things which 
God had left indifferent , mufÞ be guilty of 'the violation of Chriſtian 
Liberty : Fo which, he does not think fit to return any manner of At- 
ſwer, 

However, that our Author may not complain that I accuſe the Dire- 
Rory, as equally culpable with our Liturgy in the violation of Chriſtizn 
Liberty, without giving any inſtances to make good what I fay ; It will 
not be amils here, to give an Example or two of ſuch things as I hint at fou 
the Readers better ſatisfaction, 

A fixt ſtated and perpetual compulſion to do what God has permitted us t1 omit, 
or a prohibition to du what ke has made lamfal for w, is, according, to ovr Au- 
thor, the main vi0lation of Chriſtian liberty, P. 107, Now as it was lawtul 
for the Pcople of the Jews, to lor ſhip roward: Gods Holy Temple, where the y 
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dayly Sdcrifice was offered, 2 Chr. 6.26, Pf. 5. 7.and 138. 2. And for 
Daniel to Worſhip towards Jeruſalem, Dar. 6. 10, As being the place where 
their ſolemn Devotions wereto be paid, whenever they could there be perſo- 
nally preſent. By a fair parity of reaſon it is undoubtedly Lawful, for a 
Chriſtian to Worſhip God - towards the reading desk, from whence the 
Prayers of the Congregation are offer'd up, and the Word of God read un- 
to the People by the Miniſter; or towards the Palpit, from whence the 
Word of God is opened and explained for our Uſe and laſtruction ; or to- 
wards the Communion Table, where we often receive the Holy Symbols 
of the Body and Blood of Chriſt, which are the means appointed by him, 
whereby we are to Communicate in the Merits of his Paſſion. Nor 1s there 
any Law of God which, either in Words or by good Conſequence, in the 
leaſt torbids us to expreſs this Worſhip, by the bowing our Bodies, But 
the DireQtory, p. 10, does poſitively prohibit Adoration (that is Worſhip) 
or bowing ones ſelf towards one place or other : which is not only to forbid what 
God has made lawful ;, But alſo ſeems to require that which is in it ſelf Im- 
poſhble. For in all Acts of Adoration, as long as we have Bodies, we mult 
of neceflity turn our ſelves towards ſome place or other ;, And I deſire our Au- 
thor, if he can, to ſhew+me ſuch a prohibition in any part of our Liturgy, 
Again God has undoubtedly permitted us 19 our the poſture of ſitting at the 
Reception of the Holy Communion ; becauſe it neither appears that this 
was the very poſture, in which Chriſt and his Apoſtles received it ; nor if 
it were, is thereany Command that we ſhould imitate them in that Circum- 
ſtance, any more than in the time or place wherein they performed that 
Oflice ; which was after Supper and in an» Upper Room : But, by the Direto- 
ry, Men are as much compelled to fit, as by. the liturgy to kneel, at the Ho- 
ly Communion ; The words of the former p. 51, that the Table is to be /o 
conveniently plated, that the Communicants may orderly fit about it, being, alto- 
gether as directive, as the Rubrick of the Latter; that ce Afriſter ſhall 
deliver the Communion in both kinds to the People, el mcekly kneeling ;, And 
the words of the Ordinance of Parliament, for the Eſtabliſhing and putting m 
Execution the D:reftory, viz. That the Diretory ſha! be uſed, purſued, and 
Obſerved in ail Exerciſes of the Publick Worſhip if God,'in every Cenvregation, EC. 
Being tho” Illegal, yet as injuna@ive as any Clavſe in either of the Acts of 
Unitormity, for the Uſing of the Liturgy ; And laſtly, the poſture of. ſitting, 
(if I am rightly informed ) having been as exactly obſerved and kej;t to by 
the Noncoutformiſts, in the receiving of the Holy Communion, as thit of 
kneeling by thoſe ot the Eftabliſhed Church : And theretore the Directory, 
according to our Author, muſt be as much an infringement of Chriſtiau Li- 
berty, in this alſo, as our Liturgy. 
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Having done with the ObjeQtion which was drawn from the pretence of 
Chriſtian Liberty ;, In the next place I propoſed that which is raiſed from the 
pretenled mummerouſreſs ant burther of our Ceremonies ; to which | Anſwer- 
ed, that the utmoſt that this could amount to, if it were true, (us 1 do not 
conceive that it is) world be only an inconvenience, and not a ſir, To which 
he Replies, p. 109, that God's word tells 1s, that to do what is not convenient 1s 
ſinful, Rom. 1. 28. Epheſ. 5. 4. But is not this ſtill meer triflingand playing 
with the ambiguity of a word, which I plainly take in one ſenſe, and he wil- 
fully miſtakes in another ? For whereas a thing may be ſaid to be inconvenient, 
cither firſt becauſe it is ero»bleſome; or ſecondly, becauſe it is wilanfu! :; Ne- 
thing can be more manifeſt, than that here 1 take the word inconverient in 
the former ſenſe only, and St. Paw, in the places he aſſigns, only in the lat- 
ter, + If our Ceremonies were too numerous and burthenſom (as I cannot 
ſee why they ſhould be ſo thonght ) yet this would only ren:ler them troz- 
bl:ſome, and upon that account incorventent, but not unlawful : Whereas it 
is plainly the «nlawſulre/s and not the troubleſomneſs of wnrighreouſneſs, 
fornication, wickedneſs, cover onſne/s, &c. and of filthineſs, and fooliſh ra/king and 
jeſting, which makes the Apoltle in the above mentioned places, to call them 
by the name of inconvenient. 

But, ſays he, Was nor this the fin of the Phariſees, Mat. 23, 4. that they bur- 
thened mens Conſciences with their own inventions ! To which 1 Anſwer, that 
the ſin of the Phariſees in that place muſt needs be one or both of theſe, viz. 
either, firſt, the impoſing of humane Traditions, 4s 4 part of God's Law, of 
which I have already ſpoken, under the Objection about Chriſtian Liberty ; 
or, ſecondly, the requiring a much more ſtrict and exact obedience to God's 
Law from other People, than what they tffemſclves performed (as appears 
from the two preceding verſes) which was a piece ot moſt groſs Hypocriſie. 
But what relation this has to Rites and Ceremonies, appointed by Authori- 
ty for order and decency in the Worſhip of God, our Author muſt inform 
me, for of my ſelt I am not able to find it our, 

In my Addrels I had taken notice, that :/#* Sr, Auſtin complained of the 
mumber and burthen of Ceremonies in |#s tine, yt we never find that be looked por: 
that as any catle for ſeparatins from the Eſtabliſhed Charch : Upon which he 
thinks he has caught me ſeveral ways: And firſt he demands,why the Difſenters 
may n't now complain as well as St. Auſiin did tn his time ? To which 1 An- 
ſwer, becauſe they have not the ſame reaſon ; the wmber of Ceremonies, 
which were brought into the Church in his days, being m ich greater and 
more perplexing than what is now in uſe amonglt us. but yet if they now 
made their complaint, as he did, without breaking the Unity of the Church, 
or cauſing any Schiſm in it ; altho? I ſhould think that therg were no reaſon 
tor their fo complaining ; yet ſhould I nt Leven acc fe then 2s euilty of 
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any ſin. But our Anthor tells us athat if St. Auſtin bad lived in ſome places of 
tle world, and complained of ſuch a lu then, there 11 a Canon called the tenth, ly 
wl ich he had bers, ipſo fact X Mut out of the Church, To which I A nſwer, that 
neither are the woiryus ip/o fatto (upon which he lays ſuch weight) in the 
Terth Canm'o; tvs Church of Eroland; nor is the Excommunication there 
treatned, but upon a ſupnoſition that ſuch a complaint is mide and publiſh- 
ed ior the vetting and juititying of ſach as make a Schiſm in the Church, 

by rating to themſetu's toe name 0! arother Churc's, wit Fſtablifhed by Law : which 
farther thews how viſtngenuous a man tis is in kis quotations. In the next 
place, he demants ew do I brow that St, Aultin did not ſeparate? But was 

+ ever ſuch a Qnefiton askt? Or is therc the leaſt iiitimaticn cither in 
Þs own or any other cf the Books of that Aze, that ever he did ſeparate ? 
Ant it fich a man as te had ſeparated, is it to be imagined that great 
notice would not have heen taken of it ? Or laſtly, do I pretend to know 
poſitively that he £19 not ſeparate, or to ſay any more, but that we zever find 

that he did ? But cur Author has & d/lermma, to prove St. Auſtin either to have 

ſeparated or tinned : For if berejuſed to uſe thoſe ſame Ceremonies, of which 
he complained, then he /cparated as well as the preſent Non-conſormi#ts : but if be 

uſed them after bis complaint of the; , 


te ne burthenſyme and to1 namerou it would be 


hard toexcuſe bin frem fin, Tothis I Anſ- er,firſt, that many Ceremonies in St. 
Auſtin's days, being, probably intreduced by meer cuſtom, without any Law 
or Canon to eſtabliſh and confirin them ;, it was certainly lawful for him, 
In hits own Church and Dioccfs, to retreuch the uſe of ſuch Ceremonies as 
theſe, as in prudence he might thiuk ſir ; becauſe in ſtrictneſs there lay no 
oblization upon him at all to make uſe of them. But, ſecondly, if he had 
rencunced and abſolutely refuſed to communicate with any Chriſtian 
Church whatioever, again{t which he had no other Objection, but only that 
they requircd the vſe of ſome Ceremonics in the Worſhip of God which 
God had not commanded, nor-yct had aay way forbidden ; altho* theſe 
Ceremonies nit2ht have been to0 numerous; and upon that account trouble- 
ſome; yet it he had no other jal plea to bring againlt them, 1 cannot fee 
how this alone con! have jaſtificd him ia breaking the Unity of the Church, 
which every Chriſtian is 52nd, as far as in him lyes, to preſerve : But that 
ever he did any thing like this, does not in the leaſt appear. But, Third- 
ly, if St. Auſtiz, for the fike of Peace ant Unity, was c>atent to ſubniit to 
tie uſe of {9 many Ceremonies as, in his opinion, were 100 numerous, and 
tierctore burthertome ; I defire our Author to inform mr, by what Law of 
God hc can on this account be taxcd, or with any reaſon fo much s ſuſpe- 
ted of fin : For thy? it is wot lawiul to dy evil, at 7104 1:ay come, Rom. 3. v. 
Yet that it ſhould by any way uwlawfhl, todo a think which is not evil, but 
only troubleſome aud uuraty 5 wita the cal a mag has in duind, it bs really 
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goo; is what no I think, of common ſenſe, will oficr to ſay. 

The laſt ObjeQtion of ie Noncon! —_— which under this head I pro- 
poſed 1 in my Addreſs was, that Orr Ceremomnics ave wneceſſary, and therefore 
owo)1t n9t to be impoſe, To which 1 > van returncd a twotold Anſwer ; 
Firle, That what ſome may think unneceſſary, otbers may y judge E xpecd: ;ent : Second- 
ly, / app"; (tr: H a, not er anting, ebat our Covernaurs were {a1 ly in impoſ; mo (ome 
needleſs thu "0s pon ws, Tet that our Complia "ce even with ſuch tings for. Peace 
and Unity's ſake, world rather be 2 Vertue than a S;n, In return to wich he 
tells me firſt, that what I d:oion/ly / pp1/e, Is a plain Truth, and In effect 
con'eſt by us, viz, That our hin .mnonie 3 are unitciſſ.iry, becauſe we declare them 
ro be indifſerent, But will this M:n never leave e Irifft ng wit h the Ambigut- 

ty of Words ? If by 1711 eff. 'Y, he m ans 1'0f < »ute!y a WALLY # weceh]. 7p 
to Saly ation ; L or ne, that eve }Y TOranh tercn 4 thi; THY «15 Ll i this SCniCe unneceſſary - 
Bat it by unneceſſary, he means alrozetzer uſeleſs and inſignificant to any. good 
—— I deny that what 15In it's own nature inc ifercnt, 15 always thus to 
be judged wmneceſſary, For there may be ſach Circum ſtances of things and 
Perſons, wherein ſich things may be Inſtruments and occalions of much 
2ood : And accordinyly, 1t 1s very evident, that the retaining of the uſe 
of ſme indifferent thin: 75 in our Church, d (id not a little contribute to the 
ov advancing of the Reformation amon!: ft us, an bringing over many there- 
to, w ho otherwiſe would not probably hive 10 calily forſaken Popery: And 
| have already given my Reaſons why it is not fit or proper, as matters 
ſtand, wholly aow to lay all ſuch things aſide. 

In the next place he tells me, That he lnows of 10 Comme of Chriſt for 
comply.1:0 with Governons, e171 thety 111m ſſ-r 'Y impo} fats: fr, for tre [ake of Peace 
and Unity ;, an therefore ls will ns? own it ta be a Vertu ue rather than a Sin, | 
am ſorry that he is fo ipnorant of the l aws of the Goſpel : But, ſeriouſly, 
has he —_— heard of a Command of Chriſt, which the Apoltle thus delivers 
to me f "It "2 poſſible as much as lyeth in y3 live Peaceably with all Men : 
Ro:n, 18, It then a thing be otherwiſe never ſo unnecellury, yet if it be 
poſh ; and if no Law of Gol has forbidden it, but that it lyeth in ww, and 
1 we arc at liberty todo it; we ought to comply with it, if it be neccſlary 

in order to Peace, Or has he never met with another Comm 1nd, which S. 
Paul thus ſets down, Pom. 1 311 l. [ct every Sul ve Jubjett to the bigher Powers , 


® A : j , 
And S. Peter _ Strom: your elves to every Ordinance of Man tor the Lords 
ſake, 1 Pet. 2. - And to wh ich o - 15 n9 other exception made in the 
whole word ol Ga <4, but only this, that we orpht to obey God rather than Ment 


Ati 5. 29. 1f then a thin? _ CO! m1 Mank led | by the L grer Powers, and O01 daint= 
ed by tie Authority of thote Afer, in wh om the Lepgillature reſides : Hows 
ever unneccllury it may be thoy in 46) be - Yet {till it. 15 to be /ubnrurred to, 
except. itappears to be forbidden 1 by ſoing Law of Almiz'!ity God, But our 
Author 


U 
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Author it ſezms would . bring Government to-a very Fine paſs, when he 


would make every private Man to be Judge, not only whether the thing 
Commandcd be agreeible to the Law of God ; but alſo whether there were 
any n*-ceſlity for iſſuing ſuch a Command at all ; before he ſhall lye under 
any Obligation to give Obedience to. it, 

But Church-Governorre, ſays he, are obliged to teach ms, to obſerve no more 
1-41 what Chriſt Commanded them, Mat. 28. 20. Atts 10. 33. I grant it. But 
what can be moreplaia than that the Apoſtles, who were the firſt Gover- 
nors appointed by Chriſt to his Church, did teach all men to obſerve the 
Lawful Commands of Lawfil Anthority ? And will our Author ſay that 
they had no Command from Chriſt for doing this ? But ſays he again, rhey 
have no Power to impoſe things needleſs. 1 anſwer, that they who have the Pow- 
er of making Laws, ought not indecd to cna& ſuch Laws, as impoſe things 
aitogether uſeleſs to any good purpoſe : Nor are there any of our Church 
ConKitutions, but what, if they were duly reſpected and obſerved, would 
tend very much to Order and Decency; and alſo ro keep out wmeceſſary Inno- 
vations ;, and therefore they cannot juſtly be termed meedle/s things, But if 
1 ſhould Judge them to be altogether needleſs ; Yet, as long as they are n- 
cent, this would be no good Reaſon, why 1 ſhould refule Obedience to 
tiem; as well becauſe I have no Warrant from Gods word for ſo doing ; 
as that the Government in their Wiflom, may have very good reaſon for 
Commanding fach things, altho”, it may be, 1 am not able throughly to.com- 
prehend it. And that ſuch a modeſt compliance as this ſhould be judged no 
leſs than « Conſpiracy with Afen uſurpirg Power, is ſuch an imagination as no 
Man of Reaſon or Charity could ever entertain. 

Well! But did not Paul with{?and Peter to the Face, in his imp3ſing unneceſ- 
ſary things on the Jews, Gal. 2. 11, But will this Man never make any Conſci- 
ence of impoſiro, not only impertinent but falſe Allegations of the Holy 
Scripture, upon his unwary Reader ? S. Paul in the place mention'd, did in- 
deed withſtand S. Peter : But not on account of his /m7-ſmeany thing 0» rhe 
Jews (of which there is not there the leaſt ſhadow of a ſuggeſtion ) But purely 
for his D:ſimrlation, in that by withdrawing and /epararing himſcl/ trom tle 
Gentiles, tor fear of rhem which were of the Circumciſion; he Jaid a ſtumbling 
Block before the Gentiles ; And, tho' not by his Dotetrine, yet by his Ex- 
ample ſeemed to put a ſort of Compulſion Pon them, to live as ard the Jews ; 
to which no Law cither of God or Man did oblige them. And, as to what 
he immediately Adds; I grant with him that the Auhority which the Lord 
hath given unto the Church is for Edification, 2 Cor. 10,8, To which | muſt 
tell him, that a ſetled Decency and Order in the Circumſtances of Worſhip, 
woes not a little conduce. Igrant alſo, that where a Church cealcs to fol- 


 ' 1p. Chriſt, we ought not therein to follow that Church, according to the 
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Apoſtles Doctrine,-1 Cor. 11. 1. But where the Church is careful to follow * 
Chrilt in all manner of things that are n-ceſſary, and therein to the utmolt 
to promote the Edification of all her Members, why it ſhuuld be a Sin tv 
Comply with that Church, for Peace and Unity's ſake, in ſuch things a3 
are indifferent, and therefore Lawtul ; or why a Man ſhould Renounce the . 
Communion of ſuch a Church, - on account of ſuch things, even incaſe they 
were needleſs; I cannot in the lealt gather from cither of thoſe places : 
And, whereas he tells us that the Synod of Jeruſilem, As 15, thorghr fit to 
, i, noſe nothing but neceſſary thiyos, Verſe 28. | delire to know in what Senſe 

was the abſt aining from Meats offered to Idols, and from blood, and from things | 
ſtrangled, at that time neceſſary? If they were abſolately neceſſury as eſſential 
parts of Gods Law, how comes S. Paul to teach the lawfulneſs of cating 
that whioh had been offered to an Idol, provided it were done without an) 
Worſhip to the Idol, or Scandal given to weak Brethren ? 1 Cor. chap $. 
and chap 10. And how came our Saviour ſo expreſsly to aſſure us, and in 
ſuch general Terms, that not that which goeth into the Mouth defileth a Man: ? 
Matt, 15. 11. But if they were in themſclves indifierent, and neceflary only 
in order to reconcile the Jews, (who laid great Weight upou theſe things) 
ard to brjag them to a more favourable opinion of the Gentile Chriſtians, 
z Which believe our Author will not deny ; how can the Example of this 
| Synod be alledged to Condemn, and not rather to juſtifie, the practiſe ot 
the Eſtabliſhed Church ; which has retained and kept up the uſe of fome | 
things, in themſelves likewiſe indifferent ; becauſe they conceived them +. | 
neceſſary and proper to reconcile thoſe ot the Church of Kome (who by long | 
cuſtom had entertained a great reſpe&t for them. aud to bzget in them a 
better opinion of the Reformation? And laſtly, as to what he quotes {| 
out of my Lord Primate Bramballs Vindicati ; I freely rant, that no man | 
ought to ſuffer an Erroneons Opinion to be impoſed upon him, becauſe as It 1s | 
impotible for hjm to believe what he judges to be Erronevus ;, fo to. proteſs 
what he does not believe, would be alyec and a fin : But che coniequence 
which he would ſuggeſt from a ſuppoſed paricy, between an Erroneons Opinion | 
F and an ndifferent (and therefore innocent) Ceremony or Circumitance, 15 al- | 

together weak and groundleſs. 

The fourth main Propoſition which I have inſiſted on in my Addreſs is,that 
fence tle Communion of our Church is lawful and 1mocent in it 1 (which,l hope,l 
have now abundantly proved againſt a!l that our Author !:1s ibjected to the 
contrary) there cann't be any juſt reaſon why the NA onco1 ſormijts (ind refuſe togour 
with ws init, And altho' our Author nibbles a little, at foue of thoſe things 
which I have touched under this head of my Diicourſe ; yet ſinc2 every 
thing, which he there fays, is either not to the purpoſe, or elſe proceeds 
upon a ſuppokition that our Communion 18 net law/ih and wnocent in it fe Ir 
O ( winch 
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| Author it-ſezms would . bring Government to-a very Fine paſs, when he 


would make every private Man to be Judge, not only whether the thing 
Commandcd be agreeible to the Law of God ; but alſo whether there were 
any n*ceſlity for iſſving ſuch a Command at all ; before he ſhall lye under 
any Obligation to give Obedience to. it, 

But Church-Governours, ſays he, ure obliged to teach ws, to obſerve no more 
1941 what Chriſt Commanded them, Aat. 28. 20. Atts 10. 33. | grant it. But 
what can be more plaia than that the Apoſtles, who were the firſt Gover- 
nors appointed by Chriſt to his Church, did teach all men to obſerve the 
Lawful Commands of Lawful 'Anthority ? And will our Author ſay that 
they had no Command from Chriſt for doing this ? But ſays he again, rhey 
have no Power to impoſe things needleſs. I anſwer, that they who have the Pow- 
er of making Laws, ought not indecd to enact ſuch Laws, as impoſe things 
altogether uſeleſs to any good purpoſe : Nor are there any of our Church 
ConKitutions, but what, if they were duly reſpetted and obſerved, would 
tend very much to Order and Decency; and alſo to keep our wmeceſſary Inno- 
vations ;, and therefore they cannot juſtly be termed needleſs things, But if 
I ſhould Judge them to be altogether needleſs ; Yet, as long as they are in- 
cent, this would be no good Reaſon, why 1 ſhould refuſe Obedience to 
them; as well becauſe I have no Warrant from Gods word for fo doing ; 
as that the Government in their Wiſdom, may have very good reaſon for 
Commanding fach things, altho”, it may be, 1 am not able throughly to.com- 
prehend it. And that ſach a modeſt compliance as this ſhould be judged no 
leſs than & Conſpiracy with Afen uſurpirg Power, is ſuch an imagination as no 
Man of Reaſon or Charity could ever entertain. 

Well! But did not Paul with[/and Peter to the Face, in his impoſing wmeceſ- 
ſary things on the Jews, Gal. 2. 11, But will this Man never make any Conſci- 
ence of impoſing, not only impertinent but falſe Allegations of the Holy 
Scripture, upon his unwary Reader ? S. Paul in the place mention'd, did in- 
deed withſtand S. Peter : But not on account of his /m7»ſmeg any thing 02 rhe 
Jews ( of which there is not there the leaſt ſhadow of a ſuggeſtion) But purely 
for his D:iſſimulation, in that by withdrawing and ſeparating him{/cl, from tle 
Gentiles, for fear of tbem which were of the Circumciſion; he Jaid a ſtumbling 
Block before the Gentiles ; And, tho' not by his Doetrine, yet by his Ex- 
ample ſeemed to put a ſort of Comprlſion upon them, ro live as did the Jews ;; 
to which no Law either of God or Man did oblige them. And, as to what 
he immediately Adds; I grant with him that the Authority which the Lord 
hath given unto the Church is for Edification, 2 Cor, 10, 8. To which | muſt 
tell him, that a ſetled Decency and Order in the Circumſtances of Worſhip, 
Hoes: not a little conduce. I grant alſo, that where a Church ceaſcs to fol- 
41p.Chriſt, we ought not thzrein to follow that Church, PE - 
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Apoſtles DoQtrine,-1 Cor. 11. 1, But where the Church 'is careful to follow 
Chriſt in all manner of things that are n- ceſſary, and therein to the utmolt 
to promote the Edification of all her Members, why it ſhould be a Sin to 
Comply with that Church, for Peace and Unity's ſake, in ſuch things as 


are indifferent, and therefore Lawſul ; or why a Man ſhould Renounce the . 


Communion of ſach a Church, on account of ſuch things, even incaſe they 
were needleſs; I cannot in the lealt gather from either of thoſe places : 
And, whereas he tells us that the Synod of Jeruſilem, Afﬀs 15, rthonghr fit to 
i, noſe nothing but neceſſary thin.os, Verſe 28. 1 delire to know in what Senſe 
was the abſtaining from Meats offered to Idols, and from bleod, and from things 
ſtrangled, at that time neceſſary? If they were abſolately neceſſary as eſſential 
parts of Gods Law, how comes S. Paul to teach the lawfulneſs of cating 
that which had been offered to an Idol, provided it were done without any 
Worſhip to the Idol, or Scandal given to weak Brethren ? 1 Cor. chap 8. 
and chap 10. And how came our Saviour fo expreſsly to aſſure us, and 1n 
ſuch general Terms, that not that which gveth into the Mouth defileth a Man ? 
Matt, t5. 11. But if they were in themſclves indifierent, and neceſſary only 
in order to reconcile the Jews, (who laid great Weight upou theſe things) 
ard to brjag them to a more favourable opinion of the Gentile Chriſtians, 
which I believe our Author will not deny; how can the Example of this 
Synod be alledged to Condemn, and not rather to juſtifie, the practiſe ot 
the Eſtabliſhed Church ; which has retained and kept up the vie of ſome 
things, in themſelves likewife indifferent ; becauſe they conceived them 
neceſſary and proper to reconcile thoſe ot the Church of Kome (who by long 
cuſtom had entertained a great reſpe& for them.) aud to beget in them a 
better opinion of the Reformation? And laſtly, as to what he quotes 
out of my Lord Primate Bramball's Vindicatim ;, I treely rant, that no man 
ought to ſuffer an Erroneous Opinion to be impoſed upon him, becauſe as it 1s 
impoflible for him to believe what he judges to be Erronecus ; ſo to. proteſs 
what he does not believe, would be alye and a fin : But che conlequence 
which he would ſuggeſt from a ſuppoſed parity, between an Erroreous Opinion 
and an 1nd:fferent (and therefore innocent) Ceremony or Circumſtance, 1s al- 
together weak and groundlefs. 

The fourth main Propoſition which I have inſiſted on in my Addreſs is,that 
fince the Communion of our Church is lawful and 1mnocent in it | (which,l hope,l 
have ow abundantly proved againſt a!l that our Author [11s iJbjecred to the 
contrary ) there cannot be any juſt reaſon why the A oncor ſormijts (orild refuſe tojon 
with winit, And altho' our Author nibbles a little, at {ou of thoſe things 
which I hare touched under this head of my Diticouuric ; yet linc? every 
thing, which he there fays, is either not to the purpoſe, or elſe proceeds 
upon a ſuppolition that our Communion 1s ne: l4w/ul and wngcent in it ſelf 

Q ( which 
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(which clearly alters the ſtate of the caſe, and the contrary whereto 1 
have hitherto been aſſerting againſt all his weak and trifling ObjeRions ), 

I will not give cither my ſelf or the Reader the trouble of making any 

Remarks upon the particulars of what he offers on this occaſion ; only as 

to that paſſage of Dr. Ho!der's, which he cites' out of my Lord Primate 

Bramiall, p, 113. 1 think it enough to ſay, that altho? it may be leſs crimi- 

4! fur one National Church, pon account of ſame downtful Opynions, or fuch 

li;e things, to refuſe the Communion of ſach another Clurch (the obliga- 

tion of whoſe particular Laws or Canons can only «xtend to its own mem- 

bers), than for {u»j:&ts to Cifubey thoſe Laws which are Enacted by their 
oxn lawful ſuperiors ; 2nd thereby to make x Schiſm in the very body of 
that National Church, of which they are or ought to be inembers : Yet 
ſince the obligation to Eccleſiaſtical Union and Communion is univerſal, 
and extends unto all Chriſtians and Churches whatſoever ; wherever there 
is any ſeparation or breach of Communion, made between. any Perſons, 

Churches,or Congregations, there mult of neceſſity be a fin on the one ſide 

or other ; namely,on their part who give a juſt cauſe for breaking Commn- 

nion, or on theirs who break it without any ſuch cauſe given; And this fin 
is what I call by the newe of a Schiſm. 

Having thus abundantly vindicated my Do-ire, I come now, inthe laſt 
place of all, to that which our Author cails the «/e of it: In which my 
deſign was not (as he he ſuggeſts) ro &fſivade the Non-Corfrmiſts f om the 
thorghts of a Legal Teleration ;, but only from the thoughts of ff:ch a Tolera- 
tion as might probably prove to be of dangerous conſ:quence ts the Eſta- 
bliſht Church ; if not to the Civil State alſo, And therefore, in Anfiver to 
all that our Author has oftercd upon this occaſion, 1 think it is caough for 
me to ſy, that I am not, nor ever was, againſt thcir having a full an free 
allowance to Worlhip Gad in their own way; or 1or cutting them ſhort 
in any advantages, which are conſiſtent with the publick peace and ſecurity 
of the Civil and Eccleliaſtical Eſtabliſhment ; and if they deſire more than 
this, 1 appeal to ail indiſtereat men whether it be reaſonable for the Go- 
vernmest to grant it to them, 

But before I make an cnd, I muſt take the pains to wipe off a little dirt, 
which our Author here allo endeavours to ca{t, as well upun me in particular, 
as hpon the Eſtablibliſhed Church in general, 

Firſt then he tells me, p.115. That I Lave low thoughts of Salvation z and 
rate it lower than employnents of truſt and profit upon Earth: For the former 7 
ſeem to grant them liberty ro ſeck ;, But the latter I would AMunopulizs ro eur own 
Party. But where | pray is the conſequence of this Argument ? That I »p- 
prehend it as a thing of more dargerous conſequence to cur ſafety and 1c- 
Curity, to admit the Nozconſormiſts to a ſhare in the Government, w_ 

barely 
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vpon everlaſting Salvation, is what no Man but one of our Authors Logick 
an) Charity, would pretend to infzr from any thing that I have ſaid. But 
that 1 would deprive them of the Ordinary means of ſubſiſting and ſerving God 
and their Countrey ; which he there alſo lays to my Charge, but does not 


pretend to prove ; is ſach a bare-fac'd calumny, as noone but a Man that: 


wanted Conſcience or Conſideration, would ever offer to load me with : 
For he who has but half an Eye, may very plainly fee that it is very 
poſſible, and very ordinary too, for Men to fubſiſt comtortably and grow 


Rich, and ſerve God and their Countrey faithfully in a private Station, with-- 


out ever bcing put into any place of Power and Authority. 

He tells me, preſently after, That the Church may ſtand, the ſhe don't in- 
hance all Offices of Power, Truſt and Profit. Theſe are not the Roch, on which Chriſt 
built his Church, But whoever ſaid they were; Or to what purpoſe is this 
uncharitable infinuation ? I do not doubt or diſtruſt the good Providence 
and protection of Almighty God : But I cannat think it Reaſonable willing= 
ly to put a Power into any Mans hands, which I have reafon- to fear that he 


wi'l employ to my hurt, whenever he has a fair opportunity for it, Well?” 


but that rewr defign is not to overthrow our Church, 13 evident ;, becau'e th y bauve 
not mrucd for the withdrawing eirher Power or Profi: from ws, But how ſhall we 
be ſecure, that they or their ſacceſſors never will make fuch a mation, or en- 


tert2in ſich a delign ? If they judge our legal Eſtabliſhment to be lawful, 


why do they not con'orm to it ? But if unlawful, are they not then in Con- 
ſcience bound to uſe their beſt endeavours to get it altered, 

But whereas I had objected that the Presbyterian Party had formerly in 
all the three Kingdoms ; and again lately ia one of them, aQtually over- 
thrown the Eflabli/h't Epiſcopal Church z And that therefore there is much 
reaſon to fear that, if notat preſent, yet in ſuccceding times they. may, it 
not carefully prevented, do the ſame thing again.in this Kingdom ; our Aut- 
thor, inſtead of offering us any manger of ſecurity again!t fuch an impen- 
dent evil ; freely ſuppoſes the trath of wit 1 have ſaid, and tells me, 
P. 117, That tho” al! this ſhoicld come to paſs, yet it is ſevere. jujtice ta puniſh the 
Preat erſſure, for the probable {auxlts of the Succeſſor s, not as yet committed In 
Hell there 1s more juſtice, where Men are only PLAUL for realand paſt Crimes, 
Which 1s plaialy in other words to ſay, that tho? we clearly foreſee the ruine 
of our ſelves, or our Poſterity, by grantingall that the Nonconformilſts de- 
ſire; yet we muſt not take any care to prevent it. Here is a ſample of 
thole modeſt Petitions of which our Author ſpeaks in his Preface, But the 
Objection it ſelf is moſt weak and fooliſh, For altho' it is not juſt to pa (» 

any 


truth that may well be gathered from what I have Tuggeſted in my Ac ireſs. © 
But that therefore | ſet a greater value upon Temporal Employments, than - 
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; | any Man Fr a Crime.not a as yet committed; 


yet to prevent Men from m1 
hich tsLikely that they may run 3 and by by ſuch prudent caution 
State fro confution or ruine 5 was n-ver, 1 b:lizve, accounted as a 
more thn this 1 over thought of, or pleaded tor. 

But, ſays our Auchar, the Conſequences of denying-1hu Toler ation defired, will be Mirrful, viz, 
1. The diſcouraging of mary induſtrious and profitable Subjeits. 2. The alienating whe a etions of 
- ſaber men from Church-men, +9 are the ſole oppoſer s 7 this deſere. . 3. dn” Impoſſubility ever 

boreafier 40 ines the Non-Conformiſt s 10 join with us, if there ſhould be occaſion for their ſervice. 
All which 1 grazt might have a fair appearance? of truth, if (6 be that a Toleratioa were 
really denycd to the Non*Conformiſts, But lince the,caſe is quite/otherwiſe, and that a free 
and legal Tol-ration is offered them, upon the very ſame terms wich, which thoſe of their 
perſwation in Ergland'are well ſatisfied; which is as great an encouragement as can be toevery 
thing, except the ambition of a few Leading -men among them : If cliis Toleration be refuſed 
by themſelves; and it the Penal Laws, which are till in force in this Kingdom, Thould ever 
hereafter come to be put in Execution againſt them z I defire to know who but their own 
Leading-men will be to be blamed for it ? Who it ſeems are not contertedto have their in4x- 
firious Labourers, jngenioua Fs and hon.Nt Traders (as our Author 4peaks of them-in (his Pre- 
tace, ſecured from trouble, an encouraged | in their ___ employments ; if they. at the fame 
time'mufſt. be excluded from offices of power and truft in the Civil St. '£C. So that the truce 
and only Fealon why an Att of Toleration 15 not here naff- d as well as in Englayd, i3 becauſe 
a few meffamong ths Non-Contornriſts do obyinngly re;ule to _— their” ambition-to the 
peace and ſafety of their Brethren, 


- Corn our Author taxes us with inane breaking the ponije tots er mage 29 the Non-con» 
formiſts, and <-> 26m be __ -enmiry againſt than. * up hi Tadiftmencs, 

> oy 5 to-produce oats; for q rk perro give wg to believe him 
x york. x «ox and Lthink is ftill, the 0} mes athong vs, that 

rn to hav2a free Tol-rat fuck. terms as may- be coniift-ne 

the Eſtabliſhed Church” ad Civil. ate ; (which ſhews that we bear as 


Je owaery of "is, F think, their own Farke if they refuſe it, B'!t- if more 

ok & us 1 defire our Author -to let ut khow when, and by 
EY « Srnark Jorg nge ogy ah» | 

ru ſtory- of. 4 ale, anda gale 4 th Bria 8 of Stir 
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